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yice that was of no importance or value whatever; 
and now, when it happens that this side of the 
House elect the Clerk, and that he has the patron- 
age, they are very anxious to take it from him. 
Mr. McQUEEN. Does not the gentleman 
know that I labored to abolish the evil last year, 
when this side of the House had elected the 


lerk? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I think the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina did labor to do so last 
year, and some few other members. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Iask how, when the pub- 
lic lands have been withdrawn from sale by the 
action of the House this morning, it can now be 
a that this service is beneficial to any- 

ody? 

r. RUFFIN. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine. [ should 
like to hear the letter read from the present Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, giving his 
views on this subject. I want to see him on the 
record. If he has taken on himself to make a 
recommendation of this kind, I should like to 
know it; for | can show now, published in the 
Globe, a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
as well as from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, showing that these stained maps 
were not at all essential to the Department; but 
that, on the contrary, the system was injurious, 
as the Department had no control over these 
clerks. The gentleman from Maine has said that 
the last Commissioner of Public Lands was some- 
what of a partisan. I have no doubt that that is 
the secret of the whole matter so far as some gen- 
tlemen who now oppose the abolition of this 
abuse are concerned. 

I recollect that, when we were discussing this 
question a year ago, a member of the Republican 
party, from the State of Michigan, said: 

“No, you shall not strike out this now, for we will have 
the organization of the next House, and will have the pat- 
ronage; and we intend to keep it.”’ 

That is the reason that this abuse is kept up. 
The House, a few days ago, incorporated a pro- 


vision in the law, saying that from the 30th of | 


June next these clerks should not be employed 
at all; but these clerks have had time since to go 
round and manipulate members. It is always 
the case, when any reforms affect employés of the 
House, that they can get plenty of members to 
rise up here and advocate their claims. Ever since 
I have been a member of Congress, I have en- 
deavored to have these land-map clerks abolished. 
I did it in a Democratic Congress, when Demo- 
crats would have been turned out by it. I did 
it, because I thought that the whole system was 
wrong; and that it was a wrong which had grown 
up under the legislation of Congress, and ought 
to be abolished; and I have heard no good reason 
why it should not be abolished. 


he gentleman from Maine says that tve can | 


see Ts glance at these maps what public lands 
have been disposed of in the States and Territo- 
ries. If he will refer to the resolution which was 
coe in 1848, he will see that these maps are 
made alone for the States, and not for the Territo- 
ries. They are confined exclusively to the States. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I think the gen- 
tleman is mistaken in regard to that. 

Mr. RUFFIN. No, sir; I saw one of the maps 
here yesterday for Nebraska. It was fixed up, 
no doubt, for the occasion. 
time that that was the very object of it. If the 
gentleman will look at the law, he will see that 
it never extended heretofore to the Territories. 
Gentlemen talk of reforms, and talk of the Dem- 
ocratic party. Here, sir, is one reform which 
they can make, and which they ought to make; 
and the fact that there are some four or five Re- 
publican clerks employed, is no reason why 
money should be taken from the public Treasury, 
and hereafter charged against the Democracy. 

(Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish toask 
the gentleman if the Democrats had nota major- 
ity in the House at the last Congress? 

Mr. RUFFIN. Ali the Black Republicans and 
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a few of the Democrats voted together, as they do 
upon all these extravagant expenditures. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not in 
order. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I move to increase 
the amount of the appropriation three dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, during two sessions 1 was a 
member of the Committee on Public Lands; and 
my opinion, after having investigated the sub- 
ject very thoroughly, is that these maps are of 
very great importance, and that the work should 
be continued. I desire to say that I have no inter- 
ested motives whatever for advocating it. I had 
but one employé in all the Departments of the 
Government, and he was under the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives; but when the present 
Clerk was electéd, he turned that man out. 

I believe that these maps are of the highest im- 

ortance to the members of the Committee on Pub- 
ic Lands, and are almost indispensable. Ques- 
tions of the greatest moment, and of the greatest 
importance, in reference to the distribution of the 
public lands, arise at almost every meeting of that 
committee, requiring its members to examine into 
the distribution that has been made of the public 
lands on previous occasions, and it is impossible 
that they can make that examination in any other 
mode except by the use of these maps. 
These maps show every acre of the public lands 
that the Government has disposed of im any way 
—every acre sold for cash, every acre taken up 
by land warrants, every acre given to seminaries 
and schools, and every acre donated for railroad 
purposes. You can see it by a single glance at 
the map, as you do the rivers, cities, bays, &c., 
on an ordinary map. You cannot study the dis- 
tribution of the public lands in any other way but 
by the aid of these maps, and you might as well 
undertake to study geography without maps as 
to study the subject of the distribution of the pub- 
lic lands without maps. 
Mr. McQUEEN. Il would ask the gentleman 
whether the committee ever proposed to change 
the location of a single railroad under land grants 
on account of any information derived from these 
maps? 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. During the two years 
that I was on the committee there never was a 
single report made in favor of a donation of lands 
for railroad purposes. A majority of the com- | 
mittee were opposed to such grants, and the con- | 
sequence was that we made no reports in favor of 
such bills. But if we had agreed to report such 
bills, it would have been of the highest importance 
to have examined these maps. I am, therefore, 
in favor of this appropriation, and I trust it will 
be retained in the bill. The work is of the high- 
est importance. It will be a monument in future 
years of the manner in which the Government of 
the United States has disposed of its public do- 
main. 
Mr. GROW. I have but a word to say upon 
this subject. This is a question which, I believe, 
was discussed at length during the last session of 
Congress; and while gentlemen sit here and vote 
millions without raising a word of debate—ten or 
twelve millions in a lump for the Army or Navy, 
and two or three millions for a regiment—upon 
a little proposition to pay half a dozen clerks, a 
great outcry is made about economy. 

Now, I believe that these maps are necessary, 
and the only question is whether they should be 
repared under the control of the Committee on 
ublic Lands of this House, or under the control 
of the Secretary of the Interior. I am in favor 
of letting the committee have control of them. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

The question recurred on Mr. Rurrin’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [ understand that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina is a 
double one. He moves to strike out the words 
‘draughtsman and clerks employed on Jand | 


maps,’’ and also to reduce the appropriation to | 
$6,000. 





| offer his amendment in that shape. 











New Sentes.....No. 142. 

Mr. RUFFIN. To $5,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. desire to say that if hie 
first amendment prevails, it will still be necessary 
to have $12,000. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I submit 
that the gentleman from North Carolina cannot 
He must 
move first to strike out, and if that prevails, then 
move to reduce the amount. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Very well. I will offer it in 
that shape. I move first to strike out the words 
** draughtsman and clerks employed upon land 
maps.”’ 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, to which I ask his attention, as 
I offer it in good faith. I move to strike out the 








| words “and clerks,’’? so that it will read, ** for 


| compensation of draughtsmen employed on land 
| maps.’’ 


I will not repeat what I have said about the im- 


| portance of these land maps; but will say a word 


or two about what I understand to be the facts out 
of which that importance grows. I am informed 
by those who are familiar with the operations of 
the Land Office that it is impossible, in issuing pat- 
ents and conducting the other business of the of- 
fice, to avoid errors. The mind, in going through 
the details of small fractions, will fall into a great 
many inaccuracies, to correct which it is often ne- 
cessary to spend days in going through the back 
files. By reference to the maps, I am informed, 
those errors can be corrected at once, and ata 
single glance. When this office was first organ- 
ized, I understand that there was a great amount 
of arrearages to bring up. Twelve clerks were 
employed with the draughtsman. Three years 
ago the number was reduced to six; and I under- 
stand that now the business has‘been brought up 
to the present time; and I believe that, for the cur- 
rent business of this department, the draughts- 
man is competent to digshnage alé the duties. 

What has been said about supernumerary clerks 
employed—ladies and others in mere sinecures— 
is, | belive, strictly true, and the reason was, that 
a number of clerks were authorized by law that 
the duties of the office did not require. ‘They were 
mere place-men or place-women, and were not 
needed. Now, my amendment is to strike out the 
clerks altogether, and leave to the draughtsman 
himself the duty of carrying on the current oper- 
ations. 

Mr. RUFFIN. 
ment. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee by what means he arrives 
at the conclusion that these maps are more accu- 
rate than the maps and information which can be 
furnished at the Public Land Office? I have seen 
a communication from the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Lands, stating that they are not under his con- 
trol or that of any one else. How then does the 
gentleman arrive atthe conclusion thatthese maps 
are more accurate than the information which can 
be obtained at the Land Office? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I understand there is no 
system of mapping the lands in the General Land 
Office; that these maps made by the House clerks 
are the only maps of the public lands which are 
made in connection with the Government. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Whenever I have sent for 
maps to the General Land Office, they have been 
furnished, as I suppose they have to every mem- 
ber of Congress. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I think it has been the fact 
that, when information has been called for at the 
General Land Office, it has required days, and 
even weeks, to get up a statement contained in a 
single sheet of paper, which, with the aid of these 
maps, could have been furnished in two or three 
hours. 

Mr. McQUEEN,. But we have no security 
that they are correct, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I havealways understood 
that they are correct. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to make this state- 
ment: when the motion of the gentleman from 


I cannot accept that amend- 





ORE hee hg Peas, Nea» 





2258 _ 








South Carolina was first introduced, I was dis- bills had come - during the present session of 
8 


posed to think that he was right. On investiga- | 
tion, | found he was rightin saying that there were | 
abuses in this land-map clerk system. I believe, | 
however, it is necessary that these maps should 
be continued, and the provision, as reported to the 
House, I think, will correct the abuses. We have | 
reduced the number of clerks to the actual require- 
ments of the office. | 
Mr. LOVEJOY. How many is that? 
Mr. MORRILL. Six,I believe. The remain- || 
der of this appropriation goes to something else |) 
besides land oe Now, I do not care to argue | 
the question as to who has been in fault. 1 will || 
simply say, that we have abolished everything | 
which can be an abuse of the system, and that¢ 
there will be no more clerks employed than are | 
absolutely necessary. ‘ | 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, there | 
has been already too much time, I have no doubt, || 
consumed in the discussion of this very small 1] 
matter. 1 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from || 
[Indiana offer an amendment? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I do. 
amend so as to make it read: 
For compensation of draughtsman and twoclerks, &c. 


I propose to 





| 
| 

I desire to reduce the number, and upon that | 
amendment I will make a single statement. My | 
experience as a member of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands is, that these Jand maps are absolutely 
necessary. We have, for the last five or six years, 
reduced the number from twelve down to four | 
clerks and one draughtsman, because we were | 
satisfied that it was unnecessary from the amount | 
of business to be done, to employ more than that 
number. I am satisfied that one draughtsman and 
two clerks are all who are necessary to do the 
business devolving upon them, and | am opposed | 
to employing any clerks who have no duties to | 
perform. As | understand it, these clerks are now | 
entitled to a salary of $1,800 each; the daughts- 
man, I believe, is entitled to $2,160. If my amend- 
ment, therefore, be adopted, leaving the draughts- 
man and two clerks remaining, to perform the 
duties required upon these maps, the, appropria- 
tion will be reduced some $3,600. 

Much has been said here about the necessity of 
these clerks andthese maps. I have, so far as I 
am concerned as a mand 
Public Lands, received valuable information from | 
these maps, information that] soughtat the Land || 
Office, and could not obtain; information that | 
could be given through the maps in one tenth the | 
tume it would require to obtain it through the 
Land Office, in the regular course of business | 


| 





ber the Committee on | 


Congress; and should they come up, I shall be 
ready to produce it. 

inte the hammer fell.] 
The amendment to the amendment was not 


Mr. McQUEEN. I demand a division of the 
committee upon the motion to strike out the clause 
of the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If that is done it will break 
up the committee. I suggest to the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill, that it would be better 
to agree to the amendment here, and then take a 
vote upon it in the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I, myself, am opposed to 
this provision, but I find myself ina minority; and 


I never like to make a factious opposition. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think we 
had better settle this question in committee. I 
call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lovesoy 
and Rurrin were appointed. =, 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 45, noes 64; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no quorum 
present, the Clerk will, under thé rules of order, 
proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll; and the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to theif names: 

Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Allen, Alley, Thomas L. 
Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Ashmore, Avery, 
Babbitt, Barksdale, Barrett, Beale, Bingham, Boteler, Bou- 


ligny, Briggs, Brown, Burch, Burlingame, Burroughs, Camp- 
bell, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, Clark B. Coch- 


| rane,Corwin,Curtis, Davidson, Reuben Davis, Delano,Dim- 


mick, Dunn, Edmundson, Ely, English, Etheridge, Farns- 
worth, Fouke, Frank,Garnett, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, 
J. Morrison Harris, Hawkins, Helmick, Hindman, Irvine, 
Jenkins, Jones, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kun- 
kel, Landrum, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Mallory, Charles 
D. Martin, Elbert 8S. Martin, McCicrnand, McKean, Miles, 
Millson, Millward, Niblack, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Pugh, Rey- 
nolds, Scott, Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, William Smith, 
Somes, Spaulding, Stallworth, Stanton, Stevens, Steven- 
son, ‘Taylor, Vallandigham, Van Wyck, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Whiteley, Wilson, and Wood. 

During the vote, 

Mr. BONHAM stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Oxi for the remainder of the day. 

The committee rose; and Mr. Grow having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Joun 
Cocurane reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the Union generally under consid- 
eration, and particularly House bill No. 339, 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1861; and that the 
committee, finding itself without a quorum, had 





there. Hence itis that lam against abolishing | 
these clerks and these land maps; and hence it is | 
that lam in favor of abolishing two clerks, and | 
allowing the other two, with the draughtsman, to | 
remain, 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I will ask the gentleman | 
whether he has derived any information frem these | 
maps in relation to railroads, or anything of that | 
kind? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
tleman from Illinois has asked me that question. | 
IL have, as a member of the last Congress, in my 
official duty, and also during the present Con- | 
gress, derived much information from these maps | 
on that subject. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I was not aware that the Com- | 
mittee on Public Lands, as such, had derived any 
knowledge at allfrom them. I have not seen the | 





Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. If the gentleman has | 
not see) these maps, thatis his business; it is not 
mine. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Lhave notscen them, because | 
they have not been there. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. There are a great | 
many matters which it is not necessary for the | 
gentleman to inquire into, and these land maps 
may be of that character. During this session, 
the question of granting lands to aid in the con- | 
struction of railroads has been before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I made some inquiries 
in the Land Office for information, and the Land 
Office was not able to give it to me for weeks, and 
perhaps for months. I then went to this draughts- 
man and made application to him, and he fur- 
nished me with it at once. [now have that in- | 
formation in om d drawer. I obtained it for the 
purpose of producing it before the House if the | 


Iam glad the gen- || 


| 
maps until recently. 


|| terrogatory to the chairman of the 


caused the roll to be called, and had directed him 
to report the names of the absentees to the House. 

A quorum having answered to their names, the 
committee resumed its session, (Mr. Joun Cocu- 
RANE in the chair.) 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Has the further call of 
the House been dispensed with? 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum appearing, it 
has. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

The committee again divided on Mr. Rurrin’s 
amendment; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, 
noes 75. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HILL. I want to say, in justice to Mr. 
Scranton, of Pennsylvania, that I am paired 
with him on this bill. I have gone through the 
tellers; and it is proper I shout state that I have 
done so for the purpose of making a quorum, and 
with the understanding that it did not operate as 
any breach of faith. 

“he Clerk read, as follows: 

For the compensation of the draughtsman and clerks 
employed upon the land maps, cierks to committees, and 
temporary clerks in the office of the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, $17,800. 

Mr.BOCOCK. Whoare the temporary clerks 
| referred to in that clause? 
| Mr. SHERMAN. Oné is the clerk to jour- 
| nalize petitions presented to the House, another 
the engrossing clerk, and the other the assistant 
| engrossing clerk. 
he Clerk read, as follows: 
| For two mail boys, at $900 each, and the messenger em- 
| ployed in charge of the south extension, $3,300. 
| Mr. BURNETT. und an in- 
ommittee of 
Means on that clause. Under what 


I desire to pro 


Ways an 


{ 
| 
agreed to. 
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authority is appropriation made for the messen- 


ger in ane of the south extension? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Under special resolution of 
the House. I do not know the person who holds 
that position. Whoever he is, he holds his 
under a resolution of this House. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to strike out the ap- 
propriation for that messenger; and I will cal] the 
attention of the committee to the facts connected 
with this matter. During the Thirty-Fourth Con. 
gress, Mr. Ball, a member of this House from the 
State of Ohio, offered a resolution raising aspecial 
committee for the purpose of investigating some 
matter—exactly what, [donot nowrecollect. The 
resolution was introduced and adopted when the 
House was sitting in the old Hall, and previous 
to the completion of this extension of the Capitol, 
The resolution is as follows: 

‘* Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
pay, out of the contingent fund, to Charles D. Shirley, for 
his services in taking care of a room, and attending upon 
it, in the south wing of the Capitol extension, compensa- 
tion at the rate usually paid to messengers, Commencing on 
the 4th of July last,” &c. 

This Mr. Shirley, during the time this special 
committee was in session, attended upon the 
room where it met. He held the place and dis- 
charged the duties, and was paid for them during 
that Congress. When Mr. Allen, the late Clerk 
of the House, was elected and came into office, 
he appointed another individual, by the name of 
Owner—I believe that is his name—who rendered 
the service required, and drew the same pay that 
was given to Mr. Shirley. When the present 
Clerk was elected and came into office, he ap- 
appointed another man, who does the same duty 
that Mr. Shirley discharged. Mr. Shirley came 
before the Committee of Accounts, claiming pay 
for $3,300, which he alleges to be due him under 
the resolution of the House that I have recited. 
He alleged that the Clerk had no power to remove 
him, the resolution beinga special one, and naming 
him particularly. He has rendered no service 
since his removal from office. He has not been 
in the discharge of the duties of the office at all, 
two other men having been employed, discharg- . 
ing the duties and drawing the salary. Notwith- 
standing that such is the fact, the Besemities of 
Accounts of this House has allowed him $3,300. 

Mr. SPINNER. Mr. Shirley was appointed 
by name. On Mr. Allen coming into oflice, he 
ee not Mr. Owner, but a gentleman from 

»w Jersey. The Committee of Accounts of the 
last Congress allowed Mr. Shirley’s account. It 
was referred to Mr. Powell, a member from the 
State of Virginia, who made a long report to the 
committee, and, as a lawyer, insisting that the 
claim must be paid, and that we could not get rid 
of it. The claim was allowed, except for two 
months, which were allowed by Mr. Searing. 
We investigated the matter, and the committee 
allowed it, Mr. Cooper only dissenting. Theac- 
count was allowed on the condition that Mr. Shir- 
ley should resign his place; and his resignation 
has been put upon the books of the Committee of 
Accounts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is not an appropria- 
tion for Shirley or anybody else; but an appro- 
priation for the messenger for the south wing of 
the Capitol extension, for the next fiscal year. | 
have heard of the controversy in reference to 
Shirley’s claim, but it has nothing to do with this 
appropriation. 

r. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman from 
New York say that the Committee of Accounts 
of the last Congress and the Committee of Ac- 
counts of this Congress allowed salary to a mall 
who has never discharged the duties of the office 
to which the salary is attached? ‘ 

Mr. SPINNER. He was the person named in 
the resolution, and after careful investigation the 
committee deemed it its duty to allow the claim. 
Mr. Shirley has been here in attendance, urging 
that he should be allowed to discharge the duties 
of the office. P 

Mr. HOUSTON. We had better do away with 
some of the committees of this House. 

Mr. SPINNER. When it was the duty of the 
House to repeal a law it ought to have done It, 
and not charge the Committee of Accounts with 


place 


the neglect of the House. ; 
Mr. BURNETT. I understand that Mr. Shir- 
ley has rendered no service since the time he was 
removed by Mr. Allen. 
Mr. SPINNER. In the opinion of the gentle- 


man | 
a righ 
olutia 
Mr 
Shirle 
perfor 
Mr 
point 
expre 
Mr 
Mr 
Hous 
Hous 
Shirle 
him a 
He wi 
from ' 
Mr 
that t! 
The 
Mr. 
tee to 
all cor 
nothir 
toita 
1856, : 
to tak 
extens 
of the 
him, 
a mai 
drew | 
has be 
This « 
for an 
of the 
who t 
he ous 
Mr. 
and m 
Prov 
to Char 
The 


was a 


Mr. 
in refe 
than t 

Mr. 
I0ys i 
chargé 

Mr. 
10 pul 
ment, 

Mr. 
hundr 
twenty 
Messe, 
63,300) 
words 
clause 

Fort 

As ] 
tion ay 
trover: 
nersan 

belie 
ample 
Capito 
more { 
man? 
unable 
to tak 
to hii 
byar 
to his 

Mr. 
there | 
take ¢ 

Mr. 
police 
the Se 
my an 

Mr. 
to put 

he 
Mr, 
one h 
“ $40, 
clause 

For r 

I wi 

expect 








ce 


ng 
ies 


ith 
the 

it, 
ith 


nir- 
vas 


tle- 


1860. 





man from Kentucky, as a lawyer, had Mr. Allen 
a right to remove an officer appointed by the res- 
olution of the House ? 

Mr.BURNETT. Asalawyer, I say that Mr. 
Shirley is not entitled to a cent for services not 

erformed. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. This man Shirley was ap- 
pointed undera joint resolution of this House, and 
expressly by name. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Nota joint resolution, 

Mr. TOMPKINS. By a resolution of this 
House, at any rate. I say that the Clerk of this 
House had no right te remove Mr. Shirley. Mr: 
Shirley has been here almust every day. I saw 
him almost every day during the last Congress. 
He was ready to discharge the duties of the office 
from which he was improperly removed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I make the point of order 
that this subject is not now before the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


to itare these. By the resolution of 16th August, 
1856, a man by the name of Shirley was appointed 
to take charge of the south wing of the Capitol 
extension. When Mr. Allen came in as Clerk 
of the House, he claimed the power of removing 
him. Shirley disputed the claim. Allen appoined 
a man by the name of-Hartaugh. Hartaugh 
drew his pay. The question has been settled as 
has been stated by the Committee of Accounts. 
This appropriation is for the next fiscal year, and 
for an officer who is legally in charge of this part 
of the extension of the Capitol. I do not care 
who the man is, if he is to be continued in ofiice, 
he ought to have his pay provided for. 

Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw the amendment, 
and move the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation is to be paid 
to Charles B. Shirley. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BRANCH. I move tostrike out the words 
in reference to the mail boys. Have we not more 
than two mail boys? 

Mr. SPINNER. We have two permanent mail 
2oys and two temporary mail boys, who are dis- 
charged at the end of the session. 

Mr. BRANCH. I think that it would be best 
‘o put them together. I withdraw my amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PHELPS. I move te amend lines one 
hundred and twenty-three and one hundred and 
twenty-four, by striking out the words ‘ and the 
messenger in charge of the south extension, 
3,300," and insert after the word ‘‘ each,’’ the 
words ** eighteen hundred dollars;’’ so that the 
clause shall read: 

For two mail boys, at $900 each, $1,800. 

As 1 have amended the clause, the appropria- 
tion applies only to the two mail boys. A con- 
troversy seems to have arisen in respect to the 
person who has charge of the south extension. 

believe the Doorkeeper of this House has an 
ample force to take charge of every room in this 
Capitol; and if that be so, why appropriate $1,500 
more for the purpose of employing an additional 
man? And if the Doorkeeper of this House is 
unable, with the present force under his charge, 
to take charge of the Capitol, which is assigned 
to hin, let him report the fact to the House, and 
by a resolution I am willing to add another man 
to his force. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would inquire whether 
there are not watchmen specially appointed to 
take care of the Capitol? 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly, we have a Capitol 
police outside of this arrangement, partly paid by 
the Senate and partly paid by the House. I hope 
my amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope it will be adopted, 
to put an end to this controversy. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move to amend line 

one hundred and twenty-six 7 striking out 


‘* $40,000,” and inserting ** $20,000;”’ so that the 
clause shall read: 


Por miscellaneous items, $20,000. 


I will say, in the commencement, that I do not 
€Xpect that the committee will adopt my amend- 


I do not want the commit- | 
tee to suppose that this Shirley controversy is at | 
all concerned in this appropriation. The bill has | 
nothing to do with Shirley. The facts in regard | 
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ment, nor do I believe they would strike out this ) unfair to the House; while, at the same time, our 


appropriation if it were one hundred and forty || binding costs the most money. I want to take 


thousand dollars. 


the event of the death of members of Congress 
whose remains are sent home by order of the 
House. Forty thousand dollars were appropri- 
ated last year, and though not a single member 
of Congress has died at the capital, yet there is 
nota solitary dollar of that appropriation remain- 
ing. 
gress dies, a marble shaft is placed in the Con- 
ressional Burial Ground, on which his name is 
inscribed. [A Voice. Itissandstone.] Itmay 
be sandstone; but as to that matter | am not in- 
formed. However, shafts are placed there. 

Then there are additional expenses about the 
Capitel which are included in the $20,000—in 
your cloak-room, for instance, about which some 
gentlemen may have heard somcthing during the 
lastcanvass. Butof that matter I have no actual 
knowledge, and [ will not pursue it further. 

I say I have no idea that the committee will 
strike out the $20,000, though there is no neces- 
sity for it. It is actually nothing more or less 
than $40,000 given toe your Clerk to distribute 
among those who, perhaps, may need it; and per- 
haps he may consider himself the most needy of 
all. But I cannot say abeut that. But you can- 
not expend $40,000 about this Capitol; you can- 
not get up vouchers for that amount. Gentlemen 
say it is needed to mend furniture. 


yet $20,000 would be an ample amount to cover 
the whole. 

I repeat that Ido not expect that the committee 
will adopt my amendment to reduce this appro- 
priation $20,000; but I felt it my duty to make it, 
and to bring it before the committee for their 
action. 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
agreed to. [(Laughter.] 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to amend the clause 
in relation to the appropriation for the Congres- 
sional Globe, by adding thereto the following 
proviso: 

Provided further, That the publisher of the Globe shall 


fold, bind, and deliver to the order of the House, the copies | 


of the Globe ordered by the Thirty-Sixth Congress for the 
members and Delegates of the present Congress, at the 
price of sixty-three cents per volume for each volume 
bound. 


At the first session of the Thirty-Third Con- 


gress the Senate and the House of Representatives | 


inserted in an Pegi ay bill a provision re- 
quiring the publisher of the Congressional Globe 
to fold and bind the same at sixty cents_per vol- 
ume. That bill passed this House, but, by some 
means or other, in enrolling the bill, the provision 


| was left out. From that time down to the present 


the binding of the Congressional Globe for the 
House of Representatives has been let out by the 


, Clerk. 


I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that this binding has cost eighty-four 
cents, seventy cents, and but once sixty cents, per 
volume, since that provision was left out of the 
appropriation bill. In the Thirty-Third Congress 
this binding was let out to Mr. Gideon, of this 
city. He was to be paid sixty cents per volume; 
and yet, under a resolution of this House which 
provided for extra compensation for its employés, 
the then Clerk of this House paid to him twent 
per cent. additional compensation, and the Clerk 
of the House of the Thirty-Fourth Congress also 
paid him twenty percent. That made the binding 
of the Globe cost eighty-four cents per volume. 

This letting out of the Congressional Globe for 
the House of Representatives is, so far as I know, 
without authority oflaw, and without any author- 
ity whateverexceptcommon consent. I want now 
to provide for this matter, and to fix the price for 
the folding and the binding of the Globe; and 
therefore I offer, asa proviso to this section of the 
bill, that the publisher of the Globe shall fold, 
bind, and deliver the same to the order of the 
House of Representatives at the price specified. 

My object is to provide that the binding shall 
be welldone. Any gentleman who will examine 
the copies of the Globe which we get, and com- 
pare them with those furnished to the Senate, 
cannot fail to perceive a marked difference in the 
manner in which the binding is done. That is 


It is true, that whenever a member of Con- | 


Yes, it may | 
be said to be needed for a thousand things, and | 


Now, I say there is no neces- || 
sity for this appropriation of $40,000 except in | 


| 


—_—$_—$—$$—_———————————— 
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away from the Clerk this matter of letting out the 
binding. I desired to do so last session; and gen- 
| Uemen who were here at the last Congress will 
| bear me witness that I called the attention of the 
| House to this matter, when the chief clerk of the 
| House informed me that the binding had alread 
been let out; though it turned out finally that it 
had not been. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that it might be well to mod- 
ify his amendment, so that it shall read, “at a 
price not exceeding sixty-three cents.’’ 

Mr. BURNETT. I will accept the modifica- 
tion suggested by the gentleman. as 

The amendment, as modified, was then agreed 
to. 

Mr. PRYOR. I move to amend, by striking 


out the following lines: 


*< For twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix for cach member and Delegate of the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, $17,424: Provided, That 
the entire cost of each copy shall not exceed six dollars for 
the first annual session, and three dollars for the second 
annual session.”’ 


The words embraced in this and the following 
clauses for the Glebe newspaper, appropriate, in 
the aggregate, for the House and Senate, some 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year for 
wrinting the debates and proceedings of Congress. 
Mr. Chairman, I object to that appropriation, be- 
cause it isa superfluousexpenditure. 1 maintain 
| that the desideratum which the Globe is intended 

to supply is already satisfied by the independent 
press of the country. I affirm that those gentle- 
men in the gallery supply to the independent 
newspapers of the country better “yer of the 
debates and proceedings in this body than are 
furnished by the ar eee to whoni we pay this 
exorbitant stipend. I do not mean to assert that 
they are literally more correct, but I do say that 
they give a more exact and faithful transcript 
of what occurs and is said in this House than 
| is given’ by the regular reporters. They do not 
reproduce everything said here, because every- 
thing said here is not worth reporting. When- 
ever a speech is delivered of adequate merit, and 
of interest to the country, it is reported by the 
writers of the independent press, 

L object to this appropriation again, because 
the gentlemen connected with the Globe estab- 
lishment do not accurately represent the debates 
and proceedings of this House—not that I intend 
to impeach their professional ability, for that is 
admirable and above criticism. A member rises 
and sallies out into an impromptu utterance of 
unpremeditated speech. He suspends the publica- 
tion of his remarks foratime. At length they ap- 
pear, and lo! they are metamorphosed into a well. 
digested and most elaborate essay, in no regard 
the speech which he actually delivered. Another 
mcelibiie gets up and makes a speech full of his- 
torical inaccuracies and logical fallacies; and a 
gentleman replies and exposes these errors and 
sophistries of argument. When this debate ap- 
pears, we find that the gentleman who was thus 
discomfited in discussion has corrected his speech 
by the light of his adversary’s explanations; and 
the latter is placed in the absurd juxtaposition of 
appearing to criticise blunders which have not 
been committed. You and I know, and every 
gentleman here knows, that no speech is ever 
delivered which does not afterwards undergo 
amendment and expurgation. 

Again: it strikes me asa most egotistical and 
absurd thing for members of Congress to be voting 
one hundred and fifty to two thousand dollars a 
year out of the public Treasury to report and 
print their own speeches. If the people want 
these speeches, the independent press will sup- 
ply the demand, because the enterprise and re- 
sources of the press are adequate to any object of 
public interest. If the people do not need these 
reports, then they are published merely to gratify 
the individual vanity of members of the House. 
Sir, this thing is an anomaly. There is no insti- 
tution on the earth analogous to the Globe news- 

aper. In England, in France, in Prussia, in 
Bardinie, wherever a representative ree 
exists, there is no subsidized press to report the 
| speeches of members. That is left to independent 
| journalism. Take, for example, the British Par- 
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liament. ‘There is the Times newspaper, which 
reports with most marvelous fidelity the words 
as they fall from the member’s lips, and prints 
them while he is actually speaking, without any | 
Government compensation. 

Sir, I consider this an enormous abuse and 

rievance, Which ought to be redressed. In my | 
judgment, it has done more to deteriorate the char- 
acter of the debates of Congress than all other 
eauses combined. Now, we have no discussion 
here, but a dull monotony of stale, flat, and un- 
profitable didactic display. There is none of the 
colloquy, none of the dramatic interest, none of 
the spring and life of actual debate. And why? 
Because of this Globe. A man does not seek the 
floor under the inspiration of sudden thought, 
because he knows that whatever he says will ap- 
pear in print. Whether a speech be worth any- 
thing or not, it appears in the Globe. The finest 
outburst of oratory is awarded no more merit in 
our contrivance for immortalizing stupidity than 
the dullest harangue of tame mediocrity. Under 
the procrustean operation of this arbitrary ma- | 
chine, for the support of which the people are 
heavily taxed, the pigmy appears as large as the 
giant. Sir, lam against it,and I hope the House 
will have sense enough and manhood enough to 
put an end to this abuse, and so vindicate its in- 
telligence. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I desire to 
say that I concur entirely with the remarks made 
by the gentleman from Virginia. | 





Mr. Prror’s amendment was rejected; there 
being, on a division—ayes 24, noes 98. 

Mr. CURRY. I move to strike out the follow- | 
ing clause of the bill: 

** For reporting proceedings in the Daily Globe for the sec- | 
ond session of the Thirty-Sixth Congress, at $7 50 per col- | 


umn, $8,000: Provided, That in auditing and settling the 1 


account of Johy C. Rives for the reports of House proceed- 
ings and debates, nothing shall be allowed for revised | 
speeches, a report of which has once been published, nor | 
for messages and reports from the executive offices of the | 
Government, except the annual message of the President | 
and the annual reports proper of the heads of Departments, 
nor for reports from committees of the Senate ; and the 
sixteenth section of the actentitied ‘ An act making appro- 
priations for certain civil expenses of the Government for | 
the year ending the 30th June, 1857,’ approved 18th Au- 
gust, 1856, is hereby repealed.”’ 

As I stated the other day,a similar proposition 
was made atthe last session of Congress, and a | 
vote was had upon it in the House by yeas and 
nays, and the House struck out the pereree 
for the Globe. The Committee of Ways and 
Means, without any authority, as I think, and 
contrary to the instruction of the House, put it in 
the deficiency bill, and have also continued it in 
this bill. Ido net poveese to argue the qeeeaee 
because I have said heretofore all that I think ne- | 
cessary to say on the subject. It is not because | 
fam opposed to a record of the proceedings of 
Congress that I make this motion. The British 


Parliament perpen record of its proceedings. The || 


debates are published, and a certain number of 
copies, as I understand, are paid for by the Gov- 
ernment. But the reporters have no official con- 
nection with either House of Parliament. They | 
are seated in the reporters’ gallery, just as the re- | 
porters for the Times and other newspapers in | 
Great Britain are; and Mr. Hansard is paid so 
much, I believe, for a certain number of copies | 
furnished to the Government. 

The same plan can be pursued here, if it is | 
thought desirable to keep up a record of the pro- 
ceedings of Congress. regard it, as I have re- | 
peatedly said,as a tax upon legitimate debate. It | 
aas been frequently remarked here, that with the | 
exception of the five-minute speeches, we have no 
legitimate debate in this House. We certainly 
have had none since I have been a member of | 
Congress. If members choose to write out and 
publish their speeches, they would still have op- 
portunity of doing so at their own expense; and 
if they were worth publishing, they would be pre- 
abevee as speeches were before the establishment 
of the Globe. 
a matter of history, they would be copied by the 
a py press; and in that manner members 
would gain for themselves all the reputation they 


ought to have, and sometimes more, 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I lay down this proposi- 
tion, and no man will deny it, that but for the ex- 
istence of the Globe, no man would dare to rise 
in this House and ask permission to print a 


If we were worth preserving as 








speech, no word nor line of which had ever been 
spoken in the House. I will remark, that in the 
whole history of deliberative bodies, I venture to 
say, no occurrence ever took place, except in the 
Congress of the United States, where this descrip- 
tion of reporting is allowed; and it is done here 
merely because in that way a member may trans- 
fer, incorporate, and stereotype in the Globe his 
own speech without any expense to himself; and 
he supposes that by that means, he puts himself 
in a fair way of going down to posterity. 

Now, sir, I do not know how long I may con- 
tinue in Congress; but I will say, that so long as 
I remain here, I intend every session to move to 
strike out the appropriation for this reporting. 

Mr. BRANCH. poanaee to the committee, 
a few days ago, my views in reference to the 
Globe, and I do not propose to repeat them to-day. 
Ever since I have been in the House, this ques- 
tion has meeny recurred on striking out the ap- 


propane for the maintenance of the Globe. I 


velieve, for the reasons, which in part I stated to 
the House the other day, that it ought not to 
be stricken out. I believe we ought to have an 
official printed report of the proceedings of this 
body; fo justice to our eqnstituents demands it; 
that justice to ourselves demands that we should 
have a corps of reporters here who will present, 


| not what they think worthy of being presented to 











the country, but everything that occurs on this 
floor. Iam not willing to place my reputation in 
the hands of any gentlemen, however intelligent, 
or however respectable they may be, who are not 
responsible to me or to the body of which I ama 
member. I have no objection to reports going 


| forth, such asare sent out from the meee ae 


lery. I see a great many very excellent reports 
going out through that medium, but they are ne- 
cessarily partial; they,do ngt purport to be full 
reports; and will not answer our purpose, for 
the reason that we should have full, accurate, and 
reliable official reports of what occurs on this 
floor. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. [ask the gen- 


| tleman from North Carolinaif he considers it ne- 


cessary to insert in the report of the eee 
of this body personalities and bitter ebullitions of 
feeling, as a part of our legitimate proceedings? 

Mr. BRANCH. Not at all; and I have advo- 
cated, ever since I have been a member of Con- 
gress, that we should make a rule that nothing 
should be printed in the Globe which was declared 
at the time to be out of order. That would obvi- 
ate many of the disorderly proceedings that occur 
here, ee going on to say, when I was inter- 
rupted by my honorable friend from Pennsylvania, 
that I am in favor of making the reporters of this 
House officers of the House. I would not have 
them subject to any private individual. I would 
not have them hold their office by the appoint- 
ment of any private individual, or dependent for 
their compensation upon any private individual. 
They should be officers of the House, with a sal- 
ary fixed by law. The Globe should be printed, 
not by a private individual, but by a Government 
printing officer, along with all the other printing 
that the Government needs. That would be a 
reform, and I admit it is one I would like to see 
adopted. 

But my honorable friends from Virginia and 
Alabama [Messrs. Pryor and Curry] spoke to 
us of what is the practice in Europe. The hon- 
orable gentleman from Virginia says that no such 
thing as a system of official reporting prevails in 
all Europe. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is no 
reason why it should not prevail in ours, which 
is a representative Government. If my friend 
can point me to one Government in Europe in 
which there is, in any just sense of the term, any 
representative responsibility to the people, then 
I will admit with him that there is force in his 
argument. But, sir, we are the only fully, purely, 
and truly representative body existing on the face 
of the lobe. Even the House of Commons in 
Great Britain, although it is, to a certain extent, 


| @ representative body, and although it is rapidly 


approaching to a representation almost as pure 
and perfect as our own, yet even England falls far 
short of a representative Government. We are 
here as Representatives, and in our representative 
capacity our constituents haye the right to know 
what we do, and how we doit, Ifwedo itina 
manner disgraceful to ourselves, our constituents 
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have the right to know it; and it would be better 
for the country if they would oftener hold us 
responsible for the manner in which we do busi. 
ness, as well as for the business we do. 

Here the hammer fell.} 

r. CONKLING. 1 will offer an amendment 
to the amendment, if necessary, in order to put a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be 
allowed to proceed, unless objection is made. 

Mr. CONKLING. I desire to be informed } 
the gentleman from North Carolina whether he 
deems itdue toampartiality and fullness of history 
to the members of this House and their constity. 
ents, that this Globe should contain, not only the 
essays that are read here—and all the essays only 
a part of which are read when nobody is present— 
but that it should contain matter purporting to be 
speeches delivered in the active proceedings of 
this House, which, in point of fact, were never 
delivered at all, not one word of which was uttered 
in this House in the presence of a quorum, or in 
the presence of anybody? This subject occurred 
to my mind at this time in part because, in the 
very last Globe which I had the misfortune to see, 
I observed what, according to my recollection, 
was well nigh a page—perhaps not as much as 
that—containing a speech delivered by a genitle- 
man here, who rose and addressed ‘* Mr. Socal. 
er,” and delivered what seems to have been a very 
plement: fascinating argument, which, if I judge 
»y this official record, as the gentleman calls it, 
must have electrified the House, to say nothing 
about the galleries, when, in truth and in fact, [ 
was here myself until the House -adjourned on 
that day, and that gentleman did not address the 
House at all, and nobody made any such speech, 
or any part of it. 

Mr. BRANCH. I reply to the gentleman from 
New York, that if I had the power, I would pro- 
vide that no single word should be printed in the 
Globe that was not uttered on this floor. The 
House will do me the justice to admit that, while 
I often occupy the floor, I always do so in legiti- 
mate debate. Ido notrevise the remarks I[ make, 
not even those which I make cursorily. I trust 
it all to the reporters of the House, and I find that 
they put down pretty nearly what I say. I would 
provide that nota single word should be reported 
in our Official debates that was not uttered upon 
the floor. That is not all. I would, if it were 
possible to reach it by a rule, prevent any gentle- 
man writing speeches, committing them to mem- 





| ory, and repeating them upon this floor. 


fr. TAPPAN. 
other. 
Mr. BRANCH. It is just as destructive of 
legitimate debate. 


I would abolish both evils if 
I had the power. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to make a remark, 
if the gentleman will yield to me. For illustra- 
tion, I referred to the last Globe, and to the gen- 


That evil is as bad as the 


| Ueman whose speech appears there: He tells me, 


what I have no doubt is true, that he obtained 
leave to print that speech without making it. | 
am glad to make that remark, for I did not, in the 


| slightest, desire to reflect in any way on that gen- 
'tleman. If his were the only instance in which 
| it was done, it would be a trifling abuse; but my 


point is that the evil is so great that it has turned 
what ought to be active, living debate in this 
House, into the merest false pretense; and that, 
under this system of appropriation, immense sums 
of oer are paid to perpetuate and multiply that 
evil. 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to make a personal 
explanation. On Friday last, rose and gave no- 
tice that I would, on Wednesday of this week, if 
I could get the floor for that purpose, call up 4 
bill for the settlement of the claims of officers and 
soldiers of the revolutionary army, and the wid- 
ows and children of those whe died in the service. 
I stated further, that 1 had an argument prepared 
which I intended to make when the bill was called 
up; but that if the House wished to read it in ad- 
vance, and to save time, I would, with its consent, 
have it printed in the Globe. Those remarks, 
almost verbatim, appear in the Globe of Saturday. 
The House gave me its consent to print it. There 
was not a single objection. If the gentleman from 
New York had been in his place, and an attentive 
listener, he would have heard what I then stated. 
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| House in a good temper to adopt some reform in 
|| reference to the Globe. Iam opposed to the amend- 
|| ment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
|| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that 
the Government. Hedid not deliver the speech, | no further debate is now inorder. The question 
but handed it in to the reporters to be printed. || is ~ ay the motion to strike out and insert. 
Mr. SPINNER. It was in answer to the speech | Mr. CURRY. My proposition was only to 
| 
| 


It is not an uncommon thing. I recollect, during 
the last Congress, one of the leaders on the other 
side (Mr. Letcher, of Virginia) printed an elab- 
orate speech, I believe, upon the expenditures of 





of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHermay] on |) strike out. se 
the same subject, The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the 
Mr. FENTON. Yes; I am advised that my |) gentleman fromm Tennessee [Mr. Ernertwce] was 
colleague, [Mr. Conxiine,] who has just ad- | to strike out the same as was pro osed to be 
dressed the committee, had the speech he deliv- } stricken out by the gentleman from Alabama, and 
ered so far prepared that it was being putin type | also to insert; and the io is upon the prop- 
in the city of New York while it was being deliv- | osition to strike out and insert. : 
ered in this House. [Laughter.] | Mr. SHERMAN. I find, then, that I was in 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. If it be in order, I wish || order. The amendment of the gentleman from 
to move a proviso, to come in at the end of what || Alabama is an independent proposition. The 
is proposed to be stricken out, It is as follows: || motion of the gentleman from Tennessee was in 
Provided, That the reporters of this House shall not re- || order as an amendment to what was proposed to 
port any remark made by any member who is not first || be stricken out. As I see the House is in good 
recognized by the Speaker or chairman whe may be pre- || temper to adopt some substantiab reform, I offer 


—_ at the time, or which remark may be ruled out of the following proviso to the amendment of the 
order. 


| gentleman from Tennessee; and then I hope it 
This, Mr. Chairman, if adopted and adhered |). will pass: 

to, will not only be of advantage to the House, And provided further, That nothing said in this House 
in the preservation of order, but will be an actual | declared to be out of order, or that is said by one member 
curtailment of expenditure. It is common, when |} Without leave when another has the floor, nor anything not 
the House is in session, for gentlemen to rise up | actually said in debate, shall be reported. 
and address the Chair, without ever being recog- Mr. CRAWFORD. I rise to a point of order. 
nized by the presiding officer, and proceed to || The amendment which has been submitted by the 
make speeches, which go into the Globe; speeches || gentleman from Tennessee is clearly not in order. 
which they could not have made, if they were || lt proposes to ingraft upon this appropriation bill 
prevented from speaking without first being rec- || a rule for the government of the reporters of the 
ognized by the Chair. I hold that, when a gen- || House, This is not the proper place to amend 
tleman seeks the floor, he has a right to say no || the rules of the House, nor is it the proper time. 
more than *‘ Mr. Speaker,’ or ** Mr. Chairman.”’ || A proposition to amend the rules of the Teena is 
not at all appropriate to this bill, which is a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 











Modest men rise here and address the Chair,and 
they do not proceed until they are recognized. I 
will not say immodest men, but, sir, those who 
are more impatient to speak, address the Chair, || point of order is not well taken, because the 
and, without waiting for a recognition, proceed to || amendment describes the manner in which the 
make their speeches, occupying half an hour, or || appropriation shall be applied. 
ten minutes, or five minutes, as they see fit, when Mtr. SHERMAN. Allow me to call the atten- 
they have no parliamentary right to be heard at || tion of the House to the fact that this section, as 
all. If the proviso I offer be adopted and en- || reported fromthe Committee of Waysand Means, 
forced, the effect will be this: no gentleman who || embraces severalimportantimprovements, Under 
seeks the floor will be permitted, before he is rec- || the present law, Mr. Rives gets about $11,000 a 
ognized, to say more than ‘‘ Mr. Speaker,”’ or || year ¢xtra compensation for publishing, under 
“Mr. Chairman.’’ If the Chair does not then || the act of the 13th of June, 1857. That act is re- 
recognize him, but recognizes some other mem- |} pealed by the bill as reported by the Committee 
ber, he will have to wait until he is duly recog- |} of Ways and Means. We limit the quantity to 
nized. Unless we enforce some such rule, it will || be reported to three thousand pages, and give no 
always be impossible to preserve order in this || extra compensation where the number of pages 
House, or exclude from the Globe remarks which || exceeds that. So we make it the interest of the re- 
are made without the consent of the body. porters to keep the amount within three thousand 

It is not unfrequent, as I have said, when a || pages fora long session, and fifteen hundred pages 
member rises, addresses the Chair, and waits to || for a short session. In that way we save about 
be heard, for another member to get up, and pro- || $11,000 a year. We cut out also the various doc- 
ceed to address the House, impose a speech upon || uments which have heretofore been published in 
us out of order, and contrary to our wishes, that || the Globe. Those have amounted to a very large 
would not be done if the member had to wait until || number of pages, and have been paid for at the 
he was duly recognized by the Chair. A mem- || rate of one cent for every five pages, amounting, 
ber often addresses the House, and, notwithstand- 
ing the Chair tells him he is out of order, he goes 
on and makes his remarks, in defiance of the 
Speaker, which go into the Globe. I desire to do 
away with that unparliamentary practice. If my 
amendment be adopted, we will not witness the 
spectacle of a member occupying the attention of 
the House when he has not been recognized by 
the Chair. The presumption is, that the Speaker 
and the House would be’glad to hear those who 
do not often claim attention; but, sir, we have, as 
is known, members here who never dream of 
waiting to be recognized, before proceeding with 
their remarks. if this amendment I propose be 
adopted, the Speaker will be left, as he ought to 
be, to make such recognition of particular mem- 

rsasis proper, and we will be relicved from 

rinting remarks which are obtruded upon the 

ouse against its consent, and in violation of the 
letter and spirit of our rules. It is proper and 
Just that the amendment should be made. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the committee rise; but if there is any disposition 
to £ on with the bill, I will withgraw the motion. 

r. SHERMAN. To-day and to-morrow are 
the only days of this week when we can consider 
- eneral appropriation bills, and there are four 
o em. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will with- 
draw my motion if debate be closed on the pend- 
ing amendment. 

r. SHERMAN. 





year. The Committee of Ways and Means did 
not want to go further, because they did not know 
that the House would sustain them in it. I 
believe, however, that the amendment I have 
offered would, as explained, have received the 
sanction ofa large majority of that committee. 
The proviso provides thats »eeches which are not 
delivered in the House shall 

put into the Globe. L know it deprives gentlemen 
of the opportunity of spreading their speeches 
before the country; butas they are not made here, 





they ought not to be reported. 


2 


floor are interjected with remarks made by other 
gentlemen out of order. Nota day passes but 
gentlemen get up and make remarks which are 
out of order, nd 
the Chair to order. Yet these remarks are re- 
ported in the Globe as part of our proceedings, 
although, by our rules, they are not recognized 
as part of our proceedings, and are made in vio- 
lation of our rules. 
vent much of the disorder which occurs here. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. In order to make these 
two provisoes harmonious, I will modify mine by 
striking out the words, ‘‘or which may be ruled 
out of order,”’ 


I am very glad to see the || ground. 


with other matter which we cut out, to $11,000 a | 


not be reported, nor | 


and do notrelate to the business before the House, | 


Again: nearly all the speeches made upon this | 


refuse to recognize the call of 


I hope this proviso will pre- | 


Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment which I 
have offered to the amendment covers the whole 
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'| he intended to do was to provide t 








Mr. MILLSON. I am, as every member must 
be, in favor of the general object sought to be ac- 
complished by the gentleman from Ohio; but there 
is no proportion between the means used and the 
end to be accomplished. Rules of politeness are 
very valuable; but I do not think they ought to 
find their sanction in the laws of the land. We 
cannot provide for civility and good breeding b 
acts of Parliament or by acts of Congress. k 
remark made out of order, by one not entitled to 
the floor, ought not to be reported; and it was onl 
a iew weeks ago | took occasion te say that 1 
thought the reporters were censurable when they 
| undertook to report conversations occurring in the 
Hall because they overheard them; or ejacula- 
| tions by members because they happened to be 
near enough to be heard by the reporters. I hold 
that nothing ought to be reported except the re- 
marks made by one entitled to the floor-—one who 
has received the floor by theaward of the Speaker, 
or by the award of the Speaker and the permis- 
sion of the member who held the floor. There is 
no necessity to provide by law that such remarks 
shall not be reported; because it is in the power 
of the person who is entitled to the floor to strike 
from the manuscript everything said by another 
without his permission. That is a privilege I 
should not hesitate to exercise; and which I have 
undertaken to exercise upon a previous occasion, 
whena gentleman undertook to speak in my time, 
and uttered remarks which he had no permission 
from me or the Chair to make. It does not re- 

uire an act of Congress to regulate the duties of 
the reporters in that regard; and the gentleman 
from Ohio will perceive that his amendment might 
exclude from the Globe many things which ought 
to appear. Sir, if I should be called to order now, 
| and the Chair should decide me out of order, ought 
not my remarks to be reported? Certainly; be- 
cause the decision of the Chair would have no 
application, unless the remarks upon which that 
decision was founded were reported. 

It does not, therefore, follow that a mere remark 
decided out of order should be excluded from the 
Globe. I do not suppose that the gentleman from 
Ohio would contend for that, and yet his amend- 
ment would have that effect. .I suppose that all 

fiat an ill-bred 
man who insisted upon inserting in a speech that 
which he had no right to utter, should not be re- 
ported; but I do not think we that need an act of 
Congress to bring about this reform, however 
desirable it may be. 

Mr. CONKLING. I propose to amend in the 
one hundred and forty-third line by addjng to the 
word ‘* published,’’ and before the word * nor,”’ 
these words: ‘* nor for speeches not actually de- 
livered;’’ so that it will read: 

Provided, That in auditing and settling the account of 
John C. Rives for the reports of House proceedings and de- 
bates, nothing shall be allowed for revised speeches, a re- 


portof which has once been published, nor for speeches 
not actually delivered, &c. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. [rise to a point of order. 
That amendment is notan amendment to my pro- 
viso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in 
| order. The question will first be on the amend- 
| ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
| Ernerince,] as amended by himself. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I call for tellers on the 
| amendment. 








Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Fiorence, 
and Morris of Pennsylvania, were appointed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I suggest that we take a 
recess till seven o’clock. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. 

do that. 

Several MemBers objected. 

The question was taken on Mr. Crawrorp’s 
motion; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the commitiee 
take a recess, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That cannot 
be done except by unanimous consent, and I ob- 
ject. Lam willing to sit here till ten o’clock; but 
if we were to take a recess till seven o’clock, 
there would be no quorum here at that hour. 

The question being on Mr. Eruenipce’s amend- 
ment, as follows: 

ind provided further, That the reporters of the House 


shall not report any remark made by any member who has 
| not been recognized by the Speaker or Chairman who may 


I am perfectly willing to 
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be preriding at the time; and that nothing said in the Hoyse | 


that is declared to be out of order, or that ts said by one |} 


member without [eave when another has the floor, norany 
thing not actcally said in debate, shall be reported, 

the commitice divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 77, noes 45. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Cunry’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CURRY. I think that this debate has 
demonstrated the necessity of my proposition to 
strike it all out, 

The question was taken; and Mr. Curry’s 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire to ask if that 
does not dispose of the amendment offered by the | 
gentieman from Ohio, (Mr. Suerman,} which 
makes the reporters of the House judges of what | 
is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentieman from ‘Tennessec, us modified, accord- | 
ing to the suggestion of the gentioman from Ohio, | 
has been agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend by strik- | 


ing out the following clause: 


| 
' 


For the usual additional compensation to the reporters | 
of the House for the Congressional Globe, for reporting 
the proceeding of the House tor the second session of the | 
Thirty-Sixth Congress, $500 each, $4,000. 

The origin of the word * usual’’I do not know. 

I find a similar proposition in the deficiency bill | 
of the first session of the last Congress, and it 
reads this way: 

* To enable John C, Rives to pay to the reporters of the | 
House, for reporting the debates of the present session of | 





} 


| tleman to understand that he is mistaken as to the 
matter. 
Mr. CONKLING. Is it in order now for me 
to offer the amendment which I indicated before ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis not; we have passed 
that stage of the bill. 


Mr. CONKLING. I intended to offer that 


| amendment in good faith. 


/mentsubmitted by Mr. Maynarp; and it was dis- | 


Congress, the usual additional compensation, $8U0 cach, 


$4,000.” 

Now, this proposition to strike out might seem 
to be angracious to the gentlemen who are en- 
gaged as reporters, if the purpose was to strike 
atthem, But itis not. These gentlemen are not 
employés of the House. They are not officials | 
here. They are employés of Mr. Rives. They | 
are employed by him, and paid by him. The 
clause which I propose to strike out, is nothing 
more nor less than a proposition to give John C. 
Rives $4,000 additional for reporting and publish- 
ing our proceedings. I concur in what fell from | 
the chairman of the Committee ef Ways and 
Means, that this thing had come to be an abuse 
which required to be remedied and retrenched; | 
and Lam in favor of retrenching it by striking 
out this sum also. Let us pay Mr. Rives as much 
as is necessary to report the debates. Let him 
employ his own reporters and pay them, as he 
apes his own printers and pays them. 

nd new, I would like to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means | 
whether he knows what has become of the prop- 
ositien made at the present session of Congress 
by two gentlemen—Larcombe & English—who 
are, | am told, very worthy and respectable and 
responsible men, to do the reporting of the House 
at rates considerably lower than are now paid to 
Mr. Rives? 
which was printed, and submitted to me, in com- 
mon with other members; but I have heard noth- 
ing of itsince. Itseemed to be one that was worthy 
of consideration. If these gentlemen will do the 
work for less pay than the present reporter, we 
certainly ought to employ them. But, if we con- 
tinue to employ the present reporter, T am_ in 
favor of giving him what shall be deemed fair 


compensation, and then let him pay his own re- || 


porters, printers, type-setters, and all his other | 


employés. | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the amendment, and ask for a vote. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ten- | 
nessee is mistaken when he states that thismoney | 
goes into the pockets of Mr. Rives. If he will 
examine the Congressional Globe, he will find, in 
the discussion of this very subject heretofore, that 
this money goes to the reporters. It is extra 
compensation, in addition to the amount which | 
they receive from the publisher of the Globe. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I did not mean to say that | 
Mr. Rives pockets the money; but if we did not | 
petenes it, he would have to pay so much out 
of his own pocket. 


I oppose | 


| 
| 
Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ten- 1 the other Territories, except Ne 


nessee is mistaken in that, too. Mr. Rives has | 
not a cent interest in this extra compensation. I | 
am opposed to the whole thing. I believe that it | 
ought never to have been voted, and I have uni- 


| one hundre 


Mr. KUNKEL. Before the vote i$ taken on 
the paragraph referred to by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, 1 propose to amend the clause by re- 
ducing it from $4,000 to $3,000, in order that I 
may make one remark, which was, perhaps, not 
adverted to by any of the gentlemen who have 
participated in this discussion. 

These reporters, it is true, receive this sum of 
$4,000 as a part compensation for their services 


rendered in the House in reporting the debates of | 


the House. It ts in the nature of extra compen- 
sation; and it hgs usually been allowed them by 
both Llouses of Congress ever since they have 
been employed in the positions which they occupy. 
[ presume it is given them for the reason, in part, 
that, during the greater part of the year, those 
official reporters cannot exercise as fully their 


privilege of making engagements elsewhere as | 


stenographers; and, therefore, it is perhaps proper 

that they should receive this additional compen- 

sation of $4,000. I withdraw my amendment. 
The amen then recurred upon the amend- 


agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. $I desire to submit an addi- 
tional clause, at this point in the bill, relating to 
another or I move to add, at the end of the 

and fifty-sixth line, as follows: 


For compensation to Capitol police, under the second 
section of the “ Act to amend the third section of the act 
| making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses for the year ending June 30, 1844, and for other pur 
poses,” afiproved April 22, 1854, $2,860, to be paid in equal 
amounts, from the contingent funds of the House and Sen- 
ate. 


Mr.SHERMAN. [raise the question of order | 


that that amendment is not in order to a provis- 
jon of the bill making an appropriation relating 
to the Congressional Globe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks thf&t the 


amendment is not in order. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am instructed by the 


, Committee of Ways and Means to insert, for the 


Ll saw os of that kind, || 


purpose of supplying a mere verbal omission, the 
words ‘and messenger,’ after the word *‘clerk,”’ 
in the following paragraph: 

“ Forcompensation of tie Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, and the clerk in his office, $4,200.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BURNETT. I move to increase the ap- 
propriation, in the clause of the bill providing for 
thecontingentexpenses of Washington Territory, 
from $1,500 to $2,500. 

I will state to the committee that I know the 
Governor of this Territory well, and that [ have 
been assured by him that he now has to pay out of 
| his own private means the salary of a messenger, 
and that the amount usually appropriated for the 
contingent expenses of that Territory is not suffi- 
cient to enable him toemploya messenger. I say 
I know the Governor of this Territory well, and t 
know that he would not ask for anything that he 
did not believe was absolutely necessary for the 
public service of the Territory. I received a let- 
ter from him setting forth his reasons for asking 
| this appropriation. 1 went to see the Comptrol- 
ler of the Treasury, to ascertain if he had not the 
authority to enable the Governor to employ a 
messenger. He informed me that there was no 
fund out of which he could be paid at present; but 
that, if the contingent fund was increased suffi- 
ciently, it might be applied to that purpose. I 
move, therefore, to add $1,000 to the contingent 
fund of that Territory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ trust that amendment will 
not be agreed to. We have inserted in this bill 
the same amount for the contingent fund of this 
Territory that we have heretofore appropriated, 
and the same amount that is eres for all 

raska, which re- 

ceives only $1,000. I suppose a messenger can be 

employed for four or five hundred dollarsa year. 
he amendment was not agreed to. 


| Mr. PETTIT. I move to strike out the words 
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formly voted against it; but I only want the gen- 1 ‘* Assistant Attorney General,’’ as it stands in this 


clause, and shall afterwards move to reduce the 
amount proposed to be appropriated $3,000. The 
purpose of the motion is to dispense with this of- 
fice. This office was created at the last session of 
Congress, in the very common manner of increas- 
ing force in the executive offices, by provisons 
grafted on appropriation bills, I will read the pro- 
viso under which this office was made: 

“ Provided, That the Attorney General, in place of the 
six clerks now employed in his office, be, and he is hereby 
authorized to appoint one assistant in the said office, learned 
in the law, at an annual salary of $3,000; two third class 
clerks, at salaries of $1,600 each, and one second class 
clerk, at a salary of $1,400 ; and that the said Attorney Gen- 
cral be authorized, when necessary, to employ temporary 
clerks.”’ 

It will be seen that here an important public 
office is made, to be permanent, without any sen. 
sible diminution of the clerical force of his office. 
When the fact is considered, so public and noto- 
rious, and so much obtruded upon every body, 
that no one could effectually shut his eyes against 
it, that the principal officer, the Attorney General, 
was able to devote himself much of the last year 
to waging a war on the dissenters of his party, in 
elaborate pamphlets, newspaper essays, and par- 
agraphs, for the sake of the Administration, and 
not the public—caliing out from the minor party 
organ here the praise that he had distributed 
thirty thousand copies, probably by transmission 
in the mails, all for the purpose of damaging a 
heretic in the ars cannot Le doubted that, if 
he had applied himself with the same devotion to 
the duties of his office, an assistant would have 
been wholly unnecessary. This principal officer 
is hberally rewarded for official service to the pub- 
lic, and not for any ingenuity or ability he may 
display in wrangling in unprofitable discussions 
in party politics. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iam opposed to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Indiana; and I ought 
to rest the case there. I feel assured that when it 
is known that the Attorney General of the United 
States is obliged frequently to employ additional 
counsel in very heavy cases in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, the necessity of an Assistant 
Attorney General will be admitted by every gen- 
tleman. I know, from the business which J have 
had of an official character at his office, that the 
Assistant Attorney General is a man eminently 
well qualified for the office, and [ do not think it 
quite fair to criticise in this manner the private 
conduct of a man who holds a high official posi- 
tion in this Government. I regard the services of 
the Assistant Attorney General as absolutely in- 
dispensable. 

In relation to the reduction of these clerks, | 
recollect very well that, at the time this provision 
was passed to which the gentleman refers, it was 
said that it would not increase the expenses at all 
of that office, and it would redace the number of 
clerks, giving those who remained better pay, so 
that it was really working a reform in the office. 

I trust sincerely that, if for no other reason, for 
the reason given by the gentleman on the other 
side, this appropriation will not be stricken out. 
Ifthere had been any reason for it;ifthere had been 
any abuse, I take it for granted the vigilance of 
the Committee of Ways and Means would have 
ferreted it out. 

Mr. STANTON. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether the 
Attorney General is a pretty extensive eontribu- 
tor to the Democratic Review ? 

Mr. FLORENCE. | will state that the Attor- 
ney General has never contributed a line to the 
Democratic Quarterly Review, and I do not know 
that he has contributed to any other publication. 
[ can certainly say, from the relation I hold to 
the Democratic Quarterly Review, that he has 
not contributed to that. [have frequently desired 
him to contribute to that publication, but he has 
said to me that official business prevented him, if 
he had even a desire to do it. 

Mr.GROW. I hope my colleague will not 
take this means of advertising his periodical. _ 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am very glad to avail 
myself of this occasion to say that there are very 
able pens connected as contributors with that Re- 
view. 

A Memser. Who are the contributors? 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the gentleman wants to 


know, I have mo objection to teiling him. [Cries 
of ** Order !’’} 
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~ Mr. BURNETT. I move that the committee || office. 


se. 
" Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Indiana to withdraw his motion. It 
only appro riates money to pay a salaried officer. 
Mr. GARTRELL. The suggestion is not in 
‘order at this time; the committee is dividing. 








Mr. PETTIT. Understanding that it will be 
proposed to repeal the proviso creating this unne- 
cessary Office, and that this appropriation will 
then be nugatory, I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

For salaries of the Attorney General, Assistant Attor- | 
ney General, and the clerks and messenger in his office, 
§17,500. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to strike out ** the 
clerks and messenger in his office.’’? I make the 
amendment for the purpose of submitting a few 
remarks. I have this to say, in regard to the 
statement made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Pertit,]} as to whether this office of Assist- 
ant Attorney General is necessary or not: I take 
it for granted it is, since it has been authorized 
by law. 

The point I wish to make upon the gentleman 
from Indiana is, that the private relations of an 
official of this Government, and his expression of | 
his peculiar political views on any subject, are not 
a iegitimate matter of criticism in this House, in 
connection with the amendment which the gentle- 
man has offered. The Attorney General, so faras I 
know, has discharged the duties of his office fully 
and faithfully. The gentleman cannot deny that. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Irise to a question of 
order. The gentleman from Kentucky is not dis- 
cussing his amendment. We wani our dinners; 
and if we are to be kept here, I] want that we shall 
go on with the business of the House. If we are 
to have these speeches, I think that it is best that 
we should have them, not in, but outside of the 
Hall. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Penn- 


| 
sylvania seems to be very anxious to prevent the 
y y P 
| 
| 





| 
| 
| 


defense of a gentleman from his own State, after 
he has remained silent, and heard that gentleman 
assailed, and his official conduct severely criti- | 
cised. He did not raise his point of order then; 
but he raises it now, when I want to do an act of 
simple justiee. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not yield to the gen- 
tleman for any purpose. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. IL insist on my point 
of order, that the gentleman must confine his re- | 
marks to his amendment. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the | 
question of order. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to say to the Chair, 
that when he sustains that point of order, I hope 
he will begin and not allow members on the other 
side to assail members of this Democratic Admin- 
istration, out of order. 

Mr. PETTIT. I trust the committee, by con- | 
sent, will, as a matter of magnanimity, hear me 
for a moment. 
Mr. GARTRELL. I rise to a question of or- | 
der. I insist that the gentleman’s remarks are | 
not in order. 

| 
| 
| 
| 





The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BURNETT, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It is manifest that the re- 
maining — of this bill will give rise to 
debate. I am credibly informed that there are 
amendments to be offered which will, have to be 
discussed. We have now been here for six anda 
half hours; and I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. PETTIT. I wish to reply to a personal | 
remark made by the gentleman from Kentucky. | 


Mr. BURNETT. I object to the gentleman | 
goingon. I have had the point of order made | 
upon me. My amendment was withdrawn, and | 


| 
no objection was made at the time. | 
Mr.PETTIT. Irenew the amendment I made 
amomentago. I ask tht committee to bear me | 
witness that [ have not attempted to cast any 
aspersion upon the Attorney General’s private 
conduct; but only that another officer was made 
aon from his want of applying himself to his 
office. [ submitted a proposition which I knew | 
would be nugatory unless there was sofme subse- | 
quent legislation to provide fora repeal of the law | 
which created the office. The Assistant Attorney | 
neral is, in my opinion, wholly an unnecessary 








| 








It is history that the service of the Attor- 
ney General last year was devoted liberally to 
polisical and party disquisitions which so far pre- 
vented his personal attention to his office. One 
of the organs of the Administration was pleased 
to refer to his amazing industry, stating that his 
solitical opinions, as published in opposition to 
Beneser Doveras, had been distributed by him- 
self to the extent of thirty thousand copies. I 
felt that it was not improper in me, knowing that 
fact, to stigmatize it as delinquency on his part in 
the discharge of his official duties. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Let me say a word. 

Mr. PETTIT. Not now. In reply to the re- 
marks ofthe gentleman from Kentucky personal to 
myself, that he is not to become my schoolmaster in 
matters of decorum, I trust that my bearing here for 
some years will justify me in saying that I have 
endeavored to maintain, in my relations with 
every gentleman, a propricty of conduct which 
should leave no occasion for tault-finding against 
me. Itis improper, therefore, on the part of the 
gentleman from Kentucky to attempt, in his re- 
marks, to imply that 1 have gone beyond the 
bounds of fair parliamentary propriety in allud- 
ing to the fact lL have. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BURNETT. Llobject. One word in ref- 
erence to the criticism of the gentleman from In- 
diana. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Perrit withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. HUGHES. 
now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move to insert, after line 
seven hundred and ninety-eight, the words: 

For compensation of watchman employed upon reser- 
vation No. 2, $609. 

[am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to offer that amendment. It is for the com- 
Ear of a watchman who is provided for by 
aw. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEANTON. I move to strike out lines 
eight hundred and six, eight hundred and seven, 
and eight hundred and cight, as follows: 

*‘ For compensation of the auxiliary guard, and for fuel, 
oil, and lamps, and for twenty policemen, $32,400.”’ 

The Government is paying $32,400 for an aux- 
iliary guard, | do not know very well for what 
purpose; and, without intending to give a party 
complexion to this matter, it is certain that the 
police of this city is so remiss in its duty that a 
public political meeting cannot be protected from 
a riot and a mob; and it is to very little purpose 
that we pay the police under the control of the 
municipal authority thirty-odd thousand dollars, 
if we cannot be protected in our persons when 
engaged in a political meeting in this city. I make 
these remarks as applicable to all parties, for it 
may so happen that we shall hereafter have the 
ascendency, and I take it that all parties are enti- 
tled to protection. If the police cannot afford pro- 
tection, we ought to withhold the pay from that 
police. I move to strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say that I do 
not know whether this appropriation ought to 
be retained or not. I am not posted upon that 
matter. But 1 want to remark—and I want it to 
§° out with the fact that a public meeting has been 

isturbed here—that it is not the first time in the 
history of this city that such things have occurred. 
I admit that itis a disgrace that such things should 
occur; but I want it known that the Republican 
arty is not the only party that has suffered by 
being disturbed by rowdies at their public meet- 


ings. : 

Mr. PHELPS. I only desire to call the attez- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio to those who 
have served as long as I have here, to the scenes 
of disorder which occurred three or four years 
ago inthis city. Provision was then made for 
an additional force to this auxilliary guard, and 
the gentleman from Ohio and other gentlemen will 
bear witness that for the last two or three years 
better order has existed in this city than during 
the promding two years. I therefore think it ad- 
visable to continue this appropriation; and I trust, 
because the police did not happen to be present 
to suppress any disturbance where disturbance 
was not apprehended, that we shall not refuse to 
make an appropriation at this time. 


I move that the committee do 








| 
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Mr. MAYNARD. TI move to increase the 
amount from $32,400 to $40,000. I concur fully 
with what has fallen from the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat. I recollect that, two or three 
| years ago, there was a great deal of disturbance 

at the municipal election in this city; and, if I am 
not mistaken, fifteen or twenty men were shot 

down; and, so far as I know, there has not been 
a judicial investigation over the dead bodies of 
those men from that day to this. And 4f there 
| has been an improvement, by the appropriation of 
| $32,000, so that now gentlemen may meet their 
| friends to discuss public questions in this city, as 
they have the right to do—a right which we must 
concede, whether we believe in the principles they 
promulgate or not—I say, if there has been an 
HAproverment in that respect, by appropriating 
$32,000, let us increase the sum, and see whether 

we cannot have absolute and perfect order in this 
metropolis of the country, where we all meet as 
common citizens for common purposes. We cer- 
tainly ought to be permitted to exercise the right 
of speech, as well as of the elective suffrage, 
without being disturbed and annoyed by rowdies. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. 1 rise to oppose the 
amendment. I think that the appropriation is, 
perhaps, too large; but I object to legislation under 
| the influence of passion end ctehensint. Nodoubt 
| the honorable gentleman from Ohio is acting under 
| such influence in moving to strike out this whole 
appropriation for police. Can that gentleman be- 
lieve that there is any member on this floor, of 
any party, who would look with less disapproba- 
tion than himself on any disorder or improper in- 
terference, by lawless persons, with political meet- 
ings? I venture to say that the occurrence in 
question met with the disapprobation of every 
good citizen of every party. The honorable gen- 
tleman is sufficiently well acquainted with our 
large cities to know that in most of them violence 
and disorder not unfrequently occur at political 
gatherings. We often see accounts of such dis- 
turbances, Mr. Chairman, at the political meet- 
ings in your city—the city of New York. poten 4 
happen, too, in Baltimore, Philadelphia, and all 
other cities. And, therefore, it is not fair to 
charge on the police or Mayor of this city re- 
sponsibility for the disorders that took place the 
other night. 

Mr. Chairman, it is for the interest of all who 
visit or reside at this capital, that there should be 
a vigilant and efficient police kept up here; and I 
think it is necessary and proper that the General 
Government should make some apprapriation for 
that purpose. I should like to see the amount re- 

orted in this bill diminished; but I would not 
ike to see it all struck out merely to mark disap- 
orobation of a slight disturbance that may have 
Sein caused by a set Of boys, as 1 understand 
was the case on last Saturday night. 

Mr. MAYNARD, byTinanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat whether a lieu- 
tenant of marines did not lead the mob on that 
occasion ? 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. | assure the gentle- 
man that [ have no information on the subject, 
except what I derived from the public prints of 
the city. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is so stated. i do not know 
whether it is true or not. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. I ask the gentle- 
man to state the name of the officer whom he heard 
charged. I heard of no such thing; and I think 
it is doing injustice to the corps to make such a 
charge without positive information as to its cor- 
rectness. 

Mr. FOSTER. 1 have not his name, and do not 
know how true the statement is; but I was told it 
| as a fact. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I move to amend by 
reducing the amount ten dollars. I suppose the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranton,] in offering 
eis amendinent, had reference to the meeting helda 

ew nights ago by his own party, in serenading 
some of their distinguished men in this city. | 
was not presentat the meetingat Mr.'I'numBuLv’s ; 
_ but the other meeting took placeatthe house where 
| I board. | went out among the persons assembled 
| there, and I must say, in justice to the police, that 
| I saw some of them, at least, attempting to keep 
| order, and doing everything in their power for 
| that purpose. 1 do not think that any disorder 
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that occurred was attributable to any neglect on 
the part of the police. 

It is well known that you cannot hold a popu- 
lar meeting in any city in this nation in which 
pes are not more or less subject to disorder; and 

do not think that the meeting at the Wash- 
ington House was more disorderly than such 
meetings ordinarily are. 1 do not justify the dis- 
order; it ought to be condemned and put down. 
Every good man in the community turns his face 
against it, and discountenances it; but I do not 
desire the police to be censured for disorders 
which they could not prevent. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyivania, 
for the purpose of making a statement in regard 
to the efficiency of the police on Saturday night. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. State what oc- 
curred, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. <A serenade 
was got up to several gentlemen in the city on the 
occasion of the nominations at Chicago. Many 
people wentup to serenade my colleague, the Sen- 
ator from my State. He was called out, and made 
a speech from the stoop of his house. During the 
delivery of Senator ‘TrumsBu..’s speech he was 
very frequently interrupted by alarge number of 
voices from different parts of the crowd, so that 
it was almost impossible for him to proceed. He 
finally got through, and I was called upon toad- 
dress the meeting. I had uttered but a very few 
sentences when missiles came from different parts 
of the crowd. 

I saw it stated in the telegraphic report that the 
police were on hand, and that one of the police 
stood by me and told me to go on, and that he 
would protect me. I saw no policeman there. 
No policeman made such an offer, and I did not 
wantany such protection. Ido not think there 
was a policeman on the ground at that time; and 
if there was, he made no effort whatever to sup- 
press the disturbance, which was a disgrace to 
the country. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I was speaking about 
the meeting at the Washington House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There were 
many stones thrown, and several gentlemen were 
hit. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabam. It was an impromptu 
meeting, and I suppose no notification of it was 
given to the police; and if, as the gentlemen says, 
none were present, they are not to blame for the 
disorder which occurred. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It was an 
imprompiu meeting; but the crowd first met at the 
Washington House, and marched up to Senator 
TromBu..’s. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I move to amend by in- 
creasing the appropriation one dollar. It is no 
unusual thing, Mr. Chairman, for a meeting to 
be disturbed in this city. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman give 
way for a motion that the committee do now rise? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Not yet. I will not oc- 
cupy more than a minute. i do not think, Mr. 
Chairman, that the withdrawal of this appropri- 
ation for the police would be a good preventive 
of disturbance. I think it isevident that we want 
a larger police force. But even if we struck out 
this appropriation, it would not be of any avail to 
us in the present instance. If I understand the 
— of this clause, it is to appropriate for the 
police expenses for the next fiscal year; and as, 

efore that time, there may be a change in the 
municipality, and in the political character of this 
police, | do not know that the men of the present 
force would be punished by our refusing to make 
an en. Four or five years ago I hap- 
pened to be a speaker at a public meeting in this 
city, and came off worse than the gentleman from 
Lllinois, for [ could not get to speak at all. I 
never heard * confusion worse confounded,’’ and 
I think that the police participated in the dis- 
order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That is a 
very good reason why they should be abolished. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Having waited two days, 
with a view to exercise my rights as a citizen, 
and to pronounce my judgment as I thought it 
ought to be pronounced, I was personally assailed 
by a fellow im the crowd, and there was no police 
there to protect me. 
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| sisted it by another natural impediment, which 
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| secure the free exercise of speech by everybody 
| in this metropolis. 








| twenty in the affirmative; a further count not be- 
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Mr. CONKLING. And was that a natural 
impediment which prevented you from speaking? 
Mr. FLORENCE. There was an attempt to 
prevent me by a natural impediment, but | re- 


prevented the success of the gentleman who at- 
tempted it; because, like the gentleman from IlIli- 
nois, | am pretty well able to take care of myself, 
and do not ask protection of the police. But I 
submit that if this disagreeable thing occurred— 
and nobody pretends to justify it—we should dou- 
ble the police, and double the appropriation to 
I would not justify any in- 
terrupuion. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make this inquiry: 
does the gentleman from Ohio desire to have this 
appropriation stricken out for the next year? 

Mtr. STANTON. I think we had better strike 
it out in committee. 

Mr. GARTRELL. 
tee rise. 

Mr. MILLSON called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GARTRELL 
and BurFinTon were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 


| 
| 


1 move that the commit- 


ing demanded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Rather than that the com- 
mittee should be broken up, I believe it is the 
understanding that we shall lay aside this bill and 
take up another bill, merely for the purpose of 
dispensing with the first reading; so that debate 
may be limited upon it to-morrow. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid 
aside; and the committee proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 501) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1861. 

Mr. MILLSON. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio what is his purpose in taking up this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is merely to dispense 
with the first reading of the bill. 

Mr. MILLSON. I misunderstood the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Ohio, or I should not 
have risen. I understood it to be for the purpose 
of obtaining unanimous consent to close debate in 
committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I have voted for the last hour 
or so, that the committee rise; not because I 
wanted to go away from the House, but because, 
if we let absent members understand that they 
may go away from the House at pleasure, and 
leave seventy or eighty gentlemen todo the work 
for them in their absence, they will never be here. 
Now, sir, lam reluctant, 1 am unwilling, I will 
not consent, that these important bills, involving 
the expenditure of fifteen or twenty million dol- 
lars, shall be permitted to pass through the House 
without the amendments which might be pro- 
posed by absent members if they were here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will nowgive notice, then, 
that to-morrow, if we are left without a quorem 
in committee, I will insist that there be a call of 
the House. 

Before moving that the committee rise, I will 
simply give notice that to-morrow, at one o’clock, 
without any particular parade, the Japanese will 
visit this House. 

STEERING APPARATUS. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Before the 
gentleman moves that the committee rise, I ask 
him to allow me to make an explanation. Inthe 
remarks which I submitted the other day in the 
House on the steamboat bill, 1 did injustice to a 
very worthy man; and, at the request of Mr. 
Gill, | will take this opportunity of setting the 
matter right. I remarked on that occasion: 


“] object to having any patent-right in this bill what- 
ever. 1 contend that the supervising inspectors now, with- 
out any provision in this bill, can adopt this invention if 
they please. The board of supervisors had this matter be- 
fore them at their meeting in Buffalo, and they agreed that 
it was perfectly impracticable.” 

Now, in order that full justice may be done to 
Mr. Gill, I submit the following report, which was 
made Y the board of supervisors at their meet- 
ing in Buffalo: 

«The committee on fire apparatus have had under con- 
sideration W. Y. Gill’s patent mode of protecting tiller 
ropes from fire in case of the burning of steamers, and have 
directed me to make the following report: 

“The object sought to be obtained by the inventor, Mr. 
Gif, is a very desirable one, and has recefved the atten- 
tion, from time to time, of many persons of ability, and has 
also been the subject of legislation to a considerable extent. 
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‘‘ There have been, however, serious objections fou 
a all Te heretofore submitted for trial on the ae 
ern rivers, and We are not prepared to say that such 
the case with the plan submitted by Mr. Gill. —_— 





‘We are not advised that Mr. Gill’s plan has been pur 
to a practical test; and until such is the case,and we shai] 
have the evidence before us, it would be impossible for ys 
to act upon it in any manner intelligibly. 

‘The committee has directed me to present to the board 
the following resolution : 

* Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration, at this time, of Gill’s patent mode of 
protecting tiller ropes from fire.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the com. 
mittee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker hay. 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Jonn Cocurane re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 


| the Union generally under consideration, and 


particularly the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill, and the civil appropriation 
bill, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC SYSTEM. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I wish, by request, to enter 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
amendatory to the consular bill was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to know whether 
that motion to reconsider is to come up in the 
morning, and take precedence of other business? 
If so, 1 shall move to lay the motion to recon 
sider on the table. 

Mr. BURNETT. I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe motion is considered 
now, the gentleman from New Hampshire is en- 
titled to the floor, having made it, to submit any 
remarks he may think proper. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I will not detain the House 
ong. 

Mr. BURNETT. Rather than require the gen- 
tleman to go on at this late hour, I*will make no 
question about calling up the motion. 


JAPANESE RECEPTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is desired, by 
request, to present to the House the following 
letter, addressed to the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs: 

Wasuinoton, May 22. 

Dear Sir: May I ask the favor that you will inforin the 
Speaker and membcrs of the House of Representatives, that 
the Japanese princes will be much pleased to receive them 
and their families on Friday and Saturday next, at their 
quarters at Wiillards’, from eleven o’clock, a. m., to one 
o’clock, p. m. 

With great respect, I am, dear sir, yours truly, 

8. F. DUPONT, United States Navy. 
Hon. Tuomas Corwin, Chairman Committee on Foreign 

Affairs, House of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. FLORENCE, (at six o’clock, 
p- m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespar, May 23, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SLAVE TRADE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the following communication from the Presi- 
dent of the United States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith the copy of a letter dated 
yesterday, from the mente of the Interior, 
communicating the copy of a letter addressed to 
him on the 13th instant, by Fernando J. Moreno, 
marshal of the southern district of Florida. From 
this it appears that Lieutenant Stanley, of the 
United States steamer Wyandott, captured the 
bark William, with about five hundred and fifty. 
African negroes on board, on the south side o! 
Cuba, near the Isle of Pines, and brought her 
into Key West, on the 12th instant. Those ne- 

s have doubtless been delivered to the mar- 
shal; and, with those captured on board the Wild- 
fire, will make the number in his custody about 
one thousand. More may be daily expected at 
Key West, which, both on accountof a eficiency 
of water and provisions, and its exposure to the 
yellow fever, is one of the worst spots for an Af- 
rican negro depot which could be found on the 
coast of the United States. 

JAMES BUCHANAN. 

May 22, 1860. 
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On motion of Mr. MASON, the message was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


FORT SNELLING RESERVATION. 


Mr. GRIMES. I beg leave to offer a resolu- 
tion; and as it is a mere resolution of inquiry, I 
hope it will be considered now: 

Resolved, That tlre Secretary of War be requested to in- 
form the Senate whether any of the mone eed to be 

id for the purchase of the Fort Snelling reservation, in 

innesota, has been paid, according to agreement; and if 
so, how much, when, and to whom ; in what manner such 

yments were made, and in what manner are the unpaid 
peealiments of the purchase money secured ? 

Also, that he inform the Senate whether any part of said 
reservation is now in the occupancy of the United States; 
and if so, what part, for what purpose ; upon what terms 
or stipulations, whois in charge thereof, and how long will 
such occupancy probably continue? 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

r. HALE. The phraseology of the resolu- 
tion I have heard objected to by the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] a good many times. He 
has always taken the ground that, when a reso- 
lution of inquiry is addressed toa Department, it 
should be ‘‘directed,’’ and not ‘requested’ to 
send us the information. 

Mr.MASON. * Directed’’iscertainly the word. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have no objection to ‘‘di- 
rected’’ being substituted for ‘* requested.’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I have objection. I think the 
true language is that employed in the resolution. 
We may make a call on the President, and the 
President can order a Secretary to send anything 
in his Department. We have no right to make a 
call directly on the Secretary at all; and it is onl 
a matter of courtesy when there is any acon 
ence between the Senate and the head of a De- 
partment. The head of a Department is the officer 
of the Executive; and if there be a purpose to 
make the call mandatory, it can only a dees by 
making the call on the President. I think the true 
language is employed in the resolution. It isan 
intercourse of courtesy, and that is all. 

Mr. MASON. There can be no official inter- 
course of courtesy between the Senate and any 
of the Departments. I should take for granted 
that there would be no intercourse, official or in- 
official, from which courtesy would be absent; but 
this is strictly official intercourse. ‘The Senator 
from Mississippi is right in saying that these of- 
ficers are the mere ministerial agents of the Exec- 
utive, and that they cannot and ought not answer 
any communication of the Senate unless with the 
sanction of the President. But still, they are De- 

artments known to the law; they are officers 
known to the law; and I presume, indeed I know, 
it is their custom, whenever any question arises 
about the expediency or the propriety of making 
the communication, the head of the Poparinent 
refers it to the President, and if the President in- 
terferes he does it on his responsibility, or on his 
rights. But I would submit to the Senator that 
the best mode of interpreting what are the relations 
between the Senate and the fieads of Departments, 
is the usage of the Senate—its usage ever since it 
was a Senate. Ido not know of any better mode 
of learning what the relations are between the 
branches of the Government than the usages be- 
tween those branches. The invariable usage— 
unless now and then by accident or inadvertence, 
as in the case of the present resolution, a different 
word is used—the invariable usage of the Senate, 
in its communications with the Departments, is 
to ‘direct’ them, not discourteously at all, but 
as the proper term to indicate the relations that 


subsist between them. On the contrary, however, | 
when communications are addressed to the Pres- | 
ident, the word ‘* request ’’ is used. Of course, | 


itis at his discretion. The President may or may 
not communicate the information sought for; but 
there is no discretion in such a matter, as far as the 


head of a Department is concerned. I say to the | 


Senator from Mississippi, therefore, that I think 
he will find that the universal usage of the Senate 
has been to “direct”? the Departnients, and not 
to “ request’? them, because ‘‘ request ’? would 
impry a right to refuse. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think there is no invariable 
usage about it. I think the language changes as 
often as the case of the individual who offers the 
resolution, I part, therefore, from the Senator 
from Virginia, when he speaks of the invariable 
usage or custom of conducting the official rela- 
tions between the Senate and the Departments, 
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His theory is founded on the organization of the 
British Government, where the Ministry is re- 
sponsible, and not the Crown. Our practice has 
fgllowed the theory of the British Government, 
as we have followed it in many other things; but 
our theory is the reverse of that of the British 
Government.- Here the Secretary is not respons- 
ible, but the Executive is. The Executive we 
hold responsible, not his ministerial agents. There 
is the difference between the two Governments, 
and the practice ought to accord with the differ- 
ence of theory. 

But let us test it. Suppose the Senate sends an 
order to a Secretary, and the President tells him 
not to answer it: what is the responsibility of the 
Secretary? Would the Senator put us in the 
position of giving an order to one not bound to 
obey—giving an order which might be sent back 
to us contemptuously, anil we to be without re- 
dress? The conclusion shows the fallacy of the 
first proposition. 

Then, again, at a very early period of the Gov- 
eaten first time the question arose, it was 
decided that the act of the Secretary was the act 
of the President; that it derived its authority 
because he acted for the President, and by his 
direction. If that be so, then it is 
we have no right to control his acuon; and if we 
cannot give an order to the President, we cannot 
give an order to his agent, who acts for him and 
whose act binds him to the responsibility. 

Mr. MASON. One word. TheSenator from 
Mississippi has no right to trace any theory of 
mine to f 


that I derived it from the source to which the Sen- 
ator referred; and I would ask that Senator if he 
can point to an instance where either House of 
Parliament either directed or requested a minister 
to communicate information ? 


Mr. DAVIS. If I had Hansard’s Reports, I 


could find them by turning over one page after || 


another—cases where they call on a minister to 
communicate information; give a minister notice 
that questions will be put to him on the floor of 
the es because there the communication is 
personal—not as here, by written letter. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will find this: that 
where any member of either LLouse of Parliament 
wants information, he calls upon the minister, 
and asks when the Crown will give the informa- 
tion; when the House may expect to receive it? 


uite clear that | 


is source. I deny, so far as there is any | 
theory about the relations of the Government, | 





Mr. FESSENDEN. It is neveran order of the | 


House. 

Mr. MASON. Never the order of the House. 
That is the relation in the British Government. 

Mr. DAVIS. Because the communication is 
personal there. 

Mr. MASON. You may assign your reason 
for it; lam speaking of the fact. Thatis the re- 
lation of the British Government. The inquiry 
is made whether the Crown intends to communi- 
cate it; and when the Crown intends to communi- 


cate it; and if there is any doubt about the com- | 


munication being made, the House may get atit, 
not by a direction or a request, but by putting 
questions which may place the Ministry 1n an em- 


barrassing position if they do not furnish the in- | 


formation. ‘That is the practice there. 

Now, I agree with the Ronen perfectly in this, 
that, to preserve strict official form, the Senate can 
communicate only with the President. In this 
very instance the resolution asks for information 
from the War Department. Now, it would be 
ators Pe in form to send a communication to the 

resident, and request that that information should 
be given. The President then woull direct the 
head of the Department to give it, or he would 
state to the Senate his reasons why he would not 
give the information. That may be the strict 
official form: but | submit again to the Senator 
from Mississippi, that | know of no better guide 
to the relations that subsist between the Senate 
and the other branches of the Government than 
the usage; and I referred him to the records to 
show that, unless by inadvertence, the invariable 
usage has been to ‘* direct,’’ and not to ** request”’ 
the headof a Department to commamicate inform- 
ation to us. 

Mr. DAVIS. The usage is not invariable, as 
I stated before; but variable, according to the view 
of the individual who offers the resolution. Now, 





| 
i} 


I put it to the Senator that his practice—if he will | 
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of a Government which had a different theory 
from our own. I stated the fact that in Great 
Britain the Ministry, and not the Crown, was re- 
sponsible. He has not denied that; but he bas 
gone into another argument of the manner of cor- 
responding between the two Houses of Parlia- 
ment and the Ministry. I have only, in addition, 
to say that the Senator denies my right to refer 
| histheory tomy source. I had noright, I admit, 
except the supposition that the Senator had some 
logical, reasonable foundation for his position; so 
that, if | made a mistake, it was in assuming that 
he had a reason, when he had not. 

Mr. MASON. I protest against the Senator’s 
substituting his logic for mine, or his conclusion 


| for mine. I have great respect for his, but | pre- 
fer my own. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I think 

















it has been the usage always in the Senate to call 
| upon the President, or the head of a Department, 
| according to the nature of the information which 


is required. Sometimes such calls are addressed 
| to the President, and then it is always by request; 
| but when to an inferior officer of the Government, 
'as the head of a Department, by direction; and I 
have known the Senate careful to use the word 
‘* direct,’’ lest otherwise it might be supposed to 
be any surrender of its powers over the Depart- 
|ments. The Senate have acknowledged that ina 
case where they necessarily apply to the Presi- 
dent, there is a discretion in jim to give or to 
withhold, according as itaffects, in his judgment, 
the public interests; but when they address them- 
selves to an inferior officer for information, they 
do not use that language. 

But, Mr. President, however this general ques- 
tion may be decided, | think my friend from Mis- 
sissippi will agree that it does not arise in this 
case, and that this call is properly addressed to 
the head of the Department, and that the Presi- 
dent has nothing to do with it. This transaction, 
he will recollect, originated in a power given to 
| the Secretary of War to sell certain property of 
| the United States. No reference whatever was 
made te the discretion of the President in the af- 
| fair; he had nothing to do with it. We make the 
| Secretary of War cur agent to sell a piece of pub- 
lic property. He does it. Is it not proper, when 
we inquire of this agent whether the purchase 
money has been paid, that we should direct it te 
him? It would be going out of our way greatly, 
it seems to me, to make a circuit around to trou- 
ble the President with a matter over which he bas 
no concern or agency, and never had. I say, 
when the Senator remembers the particular char- 
acter of this transaction, I believe he will think 
that this resolution is property addressed when 
it is imperatively addressed to the Secretary him- 
self. He is, in this ease, no Seeretary of War. 
He is a Secretary of War, to be sure; but in ad- 
| dition to those official duties, we created him our 
| agent for a particular purpose, entirely distinct 
from his official duties as Secretary of War. He 
has undertaken to act; has acted; has sold the 
property, as we are notified. This inquiry is sim- 
ply to ascertain whether the money has been paid 

here might be some ground for question, and 
some ground for soneiieundion upen the general 
question of our official intercourse with the De- 
partments in relation to their official duties, but 
this case does not come within the compass of 
that question, and is entirely out of it. 

1 think, when the Senator shall reflect more 
upon the nature and character of this Government, 
he will be satisfied that, even in an official matter, 
it is not necessary for us always to trouble the 
President with our inquiries; but not to place it 
simply on that ground, of forbearing to trouble the 
Chief Executive with every inquiry that may be 
made, I will put it upon the aaa of right, and 
say, that we are not obiiged to doso. When we 
ask the President for information relating to pub- 

lic affairs, we do it, as I have said, in the language 
| of request, and we make the inquiry conditional 
on the President being of the opinion that the 
information may be communicated without pre- 
judice to the public interest. That is the way we 

ualify our intercourse with him. It is a ver 

elicate mode of approaching the President, If 
we ourselves could perceive that the information, 
if communicated to the public, would be injurious, 
we should not make the inquiry; but out of abund- 
ant caution we refer it to the President also, so 








have it so—was the result of following the theory || that the public has double security: of the inquir- 
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ing party—the Senate; and the party inquired of— 
the President. In this way the public intercstis | 
supposed to be doubly insured against improper 
publicity. 


But, sir, it isa very serious question, indeed, if || 
you consider itasa matter of strict power, whether | 


we have not the right, if we choose, in a case of 
yiblic exigency, to demand of the President to 
Sop before us information in relation to the public | 
affairs. 1 will not decide the question; I will not | 
say that we have; but this I will say, that, accord- 
ing to usage and practice here, we have been in 
the habit of calling peremptorily on every inferior 
officer of the Departments for information from 
his Department. We have used the forbearance | 
of which! have spoken only in relation to our for- 
eign affairs. When we call on the Secretary of 
State for information, we should perhaps ask it | 
from the President of the United States, if it be of | 
a character connected with our foreign relations. 
With them the President is particularly charged; | 
and, therefore, it would perhaps be courteous and 
wise in us to make the inquiry through the high- | 
est channel; but in no saan Department of the 
Government is this so. 
we on any ether Department, and we are in the 
habit of so doing. We may not only call for in- 
formation in this way, but [ should suppose that 
it was entirely in the power and discretion of the 
Senate to demand of the Secretary of War, for 
instance, to come here and bring every record or | 
every clerk belonging to his Department, subject | 
to our personal examination of him and them. As 
Senators, as conservative men, regardful of the 
rights of all, and particularly of preserving the en- 
tire integrity of the Government, we should be 
careful how we took such an extreme step. Per- 
haps none of us has ever known a case where it 
would have been justifiable; but still, when we are 
treating of the mere question of power, and when 
we know not what exigencies or what emergencies 
may arise, | would not consent to surrender the 
power. Sir, I have said more than this question 
deserved. 

Mr. DAVIS. The question, as it arose on the 
proposition of the Senator from Virginia, was a | 
general question. As presented in most of the 
remarks of the Senator from Kentucky, itbecomes 
a special one. He treats the Secretary of War as 
an agent appointed by the Congress to sell a mili- 
tary reservation, and not as Secretary of War. 
In that view of the case, surely there is much 
force in the suggestion savanna tp the Senator 
from Kentucky. But even let us concede that he | 
is an agent; that he is our agent; that we have a 
right to make him do anything we please. is it | 
necessary to say, “1 order you, sir;”’ or is it not | 
the language of ordinary and polite intercourse 
even to request a servant? | am sure that is what 
the Senator from Kentucky would do himself to- 
wards the humblest dependent he ever had. 

But before the close of the Senator’s argument, 
he assumed a position which I think is really im- 
portant. Heassertsthe right of the Senate to order 
a Secretary of War tocome, with all his papers and 
all his clerks, and be examined here. If that be 
so, then a Secretary or head of a Department is 
not a mere part of the executive branch of the 
Government, and the President is not entirely 
responsible for what he does. We are the judges 
in the case of impeachment of the President or 
any other officer. We ought not to originate in- 
vestigation; we ought not to bring witnesses be- 
fore us to sit in the first instance to learn whether 
an impeachment should be made or not, when in 
the last resort we are to sit as judges to try the 
ease. That belongs to the House of Representa- 
tives. Investigations belong to the House of Rep- 
resentatives; investigations looking to teapeodh 
ment should be confined to the House. If the 
Senate assume that authority, we become the in- 
vestigating, as well as the trying, body. It seems 
to me to change the whole theory of the Govern- 
ment—the relation of the two Houses of Congress 
to the executive department, and to all other civil 
officers. I therefore should think it a very dan- 
gerous power to admit. It would be an innova- 
tion on the practice of the Government which I 
should think exceedingly hurtful. Butto answer 
the position taken by the Senator from Kentucky, 
which narrows it down to the single case, and 
makes no application of it beyond such a case, I 
would say if the Secretary be the agent, the mere 
agent of the Congress, and we have the power to 
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| order him to make a report, to compel him to 


make a report, still, as we have no right to be- 
lieve he would be reeusant, it is as well to say, 
we request him to send us the information. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If this were a question 
merely of courtesy, I do not know that I should 
/care much about it. 1 suppose, however, it is a 

sufficient answer to what Lon been said by the 
Senator from Mississippi, on that point, to say 
| that such has been the universal usage, as I un- 
derstand it; and such would seem to be language 
not improper, when used by the Senate of the 
United States to an officer. But, sir, I take ex- 
ception to the general doctrine of the Senator from 
| Mississippi. The Secretary of War, like the other 
Secretaries, is a civil officer. He is not a mere 
clerk of the President, although he is connected 
with the Executive department. The Secretary 
of War is not recognized as such, in terms, by 
the Constitution. He is the creature of statute. 
All the Secretaries are creatures of statute. They 
are civil officers, made by the law of the land. He 
is intrusted with certain duties connected with the 


|, War Department by law, not by the President. 
We may call perempto- || 


We, as a part of the legislative power, create the 
office; Congress creates the office of Secretary of 


|| War, and imposes upon him certain duties con- 


nected with the Army. Heis not amilitary man, 
| although he has the oversight, in a certain de- 
gree, of that branch of the Government. Now, 
sir, are we to be told, being thus created, having 
these duties, important to the country, that we 
are to surrender all control over him, simply be- 
cause the Constitution makes the head of an Ex- 
ecutive Department one of the advisers of the 
President, in certain cases? 1 hold not. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator will perceive, at 
that point of his argument, not intending to in- 
terrupt him, I admitted the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, that the Secretary of War 
might be charged with powers which did not be- 
long to his office, as Secretary of War, and would 
thus become an agent of Congress, in the case 
supposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Me. FESSENDEN. Then, sir, the difference 
between the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
, and those of us who differ from him, depends 
altogether upon the question how far that goes. 
I hold that, as the Presidentis the commander-in- 
chief of the Army, we cannot call upon an offi- 
cer of the Army, perhaps, to furnish us informa- 
tion: we must call upon the President. The Sec- 
retary of War, like the others, is a civil officer, 
and liable to impeachment. We may impeach 
him. We could not, with any effect, impeach 
the President for disobedience of orders, or of cor- 
ruption on the part of the Secretary himself. We 
impeach the officer thusereated, directly. All civil 
officers are liable to impeachment, and he is a civil 
| officer. 

Then, sir, being a civil officer, created by stat- 
ute, having under his control an important branch 


|| of the public service, is it to be held that we can- 


| not give him a direction which shall be binding 
upon him? I hold that it would be very danger- 
| ous indeed to assume any such principle. I care 
nothing particularly about the question of cour- 
tesy. Iam perfectly willing and desirous to use 
such language in the intercourse of the Senate 
with public officers as is becoming to it. Cer- 
| tainly it cannot be unbecoming to use that which 
has always been made use of without exception. 
I rose merely for the purpose of entering my 
protest against the supposition that, in all mat- 
ters relating to the duties of his office, the Secre- 
tary of War is not bound to respond directly to 
our order. If a contrary order is given him by 
the President of the United States, in a matter 
about which we have a right to inquire, then we 
have only to make a call upon the President him- 
self in the language proper and peculiar, and if 
he refuses and interferes unreasonably with the 
order of the Senate in regard to those matters, 
then the question arises how far he may be re- 
sponsible to public opinion, or otherwise. At 
any rate, | am not willing, for an instant, to yield 
| to the idea that we are obliged to loosen our hold 
| upon any civiefficers of this Government—any 
| officer created by law—simply because he holds 
_a relation to the President which may be consid- 
| ered as making him a part of the executive gov- 
ernment. 
Mr. DAVIS. I am sorry to interrupt the Sen- 
ate again in its progress—— 


| 
| 
| 


OBE. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is not inter- 
rupting me. I have got through. r 

Mr. DAVIS. Not the Senator. I say I am 
sorry to impose on the Senate again any remarks 
in relation to this subject, If it were a mere mat- 
ter of form I should not have said anything. | 
did not so consider it when it was first presented: 
and now kmerely propose to make a single re- 
mark in answer to the closing remarks of the 
Senator from Maine. With a view to show him 
exactly the difference between us, I will present 
him a case: peepee the Senate should order q 
Secretary to send certain information here, and 
the Secretary should reply: *‘ that information is of 
a character which the Provident does not allow me 
tocommunicate:”’ then what would be your order? 
A display of your power? An arraignment of the 
Secretary? Impeachment? Not at all. You haye 
confidential relations with the Executive. You 
wouid then do what you might have done in theGrst 
instance: instead of an order, you will send a re. 
quest to the President, as far as the public inter. 


May 23, 





| est would permit, to communicate to the Senate, 


in executive session, this confidential information 
which we, as his confidential advisers, might thus 
receive. There is a case. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I take it, Mr. President, 
there is no difference between the Senator and 
myself on that point, If it gets back, as I stated 
before, toa mere question of what is expedient 
to do in the first place, whether to say ‘* request” 
or ‘* direct,’’ thatis a question about which I care 
nothing. My answer is, we may as well go on 
as we have done. But, in the case supposed, if 
the Secretary of War refuses upon such grounds, 
I should apply to the President, respectfully, to 
know the reason why he interfered with our or- 
der. Ifthe President gave satisfactory reasons, 
I-should not insist upon it. If he did not give sat- 
isfactory reasons, I should insist upon it. The 
answer should be made by the Secretary to our 
call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved to 
amend the resolution by striking out the word 
** requested,”’ and inserting ‘‘directed.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes 2}, noes 17. 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
ouse insists upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 4) 
making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1860, insisted on by the 
Senate; agrees to the conference asked by tho 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Joun Suerman 
of Ohio, Mr. Joun hi Mittson of Virginia, and 
Mr. Epwarp Joy Morris of Pennsylvania. man- 
agers at the same on the part of the House. 
The committee on the part of the Senate con- 
sists of Messrs. Pearce, FessenpDeN, and Gwiv. 
The message further announced that the House 
agrees to the first amendment of the Senate to tue 
bill (H.. R. No. 5) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861, with an amend- 
ment, in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested, and disagrees to the residue of the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint 
resolutions; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 499) to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1860; , 

A joint resolution (S. No. 6) authorizing the 
enlargement of, and construction of a branch of, 
the Louisville and Portland canal; and 

A joigt resolution (S. No. 28) for the relief of 
A. M. Fridley, late agent of the Winnebago 
Indians. : 


AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. The Committee on the 
Judicia 
the President of the United States in relation to 


the Africans captured and landed on the coast of 


Florida, has had the subject under consideration 


, to whom was referred the message of 
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this merning, and in view of the immediate ur- || 
gency of the case, has instru@ted me to report a | 
bill, and request its immediate passage by the Sen- | 
ate. There are several subjects in relation to the i 
slave trade that have been referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary; but the pressing nature of || 
this particular case is such as has indnand us to || 
report & bill, and to refrain from taking the time || 
necessary for writing outa report. The bill that | 
we report is exclusively directed to such subjects || 
as are noW urgent, and require the immediate ac- | 
tion of the Senate; and I am instructed by the 
committee to ask the Senate to pass the bill now 
as soon as they shall hear it read. 
The bill (S. No. 464) to amend an act entitled | 
‘An actin addition to the acts prohibiting the | 
slave trade,’’ was read the first time by its title. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no || 
objection, the bill will be read a second time at | 





length. 
Mr. BROWN. Before that is done, I ask leave | 
to introduce a memorial. \| 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator || 
object to the reading of the bill? | 
Mr. BROWN. I do notcare to doit positively, |) 
unless it is necessary to get on with the morning | 
business. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be | 
read a second time, unless objection be made. 
Mr. BROWN. L object to its being considered. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Then it will lie | 
over. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | 
Mr. BROWN presented additional papers in || 


relation to the claim of William W. Cox; which || 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Office || 
and Post Roads. 
Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial of Wil- || 
liam Applegarth & Son and others, merchants of || 
Baltimore, praying an appropriation for the re- 
moval of a snag and sunken wreck at the head of 
the Chesapeake bay; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce, 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I desire | 
to present a very interesting petition to the Senate 
—interesting because of the character of the pe- 
titioners, and because of the subject to which it 
relates. It is a memorial of the principal chiefs 
of the Cherokee nation of Indians, representa- 
tives of the Cherokee nation, duly authorized and | 
appointed as such by an act of council of the said || 
Cherokee nation to make their memorial and 
petition to the Senate of the United States, pray- 
ing that the President of the United States may 
be authorized to purchase that portion of their | 
territory known as the *‘ neutral land.’? I move | 
that the petition be referred to the Comniittee on 
Indian Affairs, and that it be printed. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; but, unless 
by unanimous consent, the motion to print will | 
go to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. CRI''TENDEN. I hope there will be 
unanimous consent. Itisa very interesting peti- | 
tion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator asks | 
unanimous consent that this memorial of the | 
Cheroke Indians may be printed. The Chair | 
hears no objection, and ie printing will be“ 
ordered. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of William W. Cox, pray- 
ing compensation for services as messenger in the office of | 
the Sixth Auditor, on the files of the Senate, be referred to | 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BROWN asked, and by unanimous con- | 
sent obtained, leave to,introduce a bill (S. No. 








worship in the District of Columbia; which was | 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 

evolutionary Claims, to whom was referred the 

etition of Jemima Watson, widow of William | 
Watson, and daughter of Israel Honeywell, pray- | 
ing remuneration for property destroyed during | 
the revolutionary war, submitted an adverse re- 
port; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 
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cign Relations, to whom was referred the petition || 


of William H. Vesey, United States consul at | 


Havre, praying to have refunded to him money |, 


aid by him on account of the default of certain 
bers in Paris, with whom he had deposited 
funds of the Government, submitted a report, ac- 
cempanied by a bill (S. No. 463) for the relief of 
William H. Vesey. The bill was read, and passed 
to a second reading; and the report was ordered 
to be printed. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 


R. No. 557) to establish two Indian agencies in | 
Nebraska Territory, and one in the Territory of | 
New Mexico, reported it without amendment. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was réferred the bill 
(H. R. No. 371) for the relief of Joseph B. Ea- 


|.ton, reported it without amendment; and sub- | 


mitted an adverse report, which was ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Military Af- || 


| fairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. No. 200) to provide for the completion of 
the military road from Fort Union to Santa Fé, 


| New Mexico, have directed me to report it back 
with an amendment appropriating the sum of || 


990,000 in addition, for the completion of the mil- 
itary road from Taos to Sante Fé. Lask that the 
amendment may be printed, and the bill go upon 
the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment | 
will be printed, as a matter of course. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No- 
296) for the construction of five steam sloops of 
war, for service on the African coast, reported it 
with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 459) for the relief of | 
Commander Thomas J. Page, reported it with- | 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. No. 458) for the relief of || 


Thomas J. Page, reported it without amendment. | 


WASHINGTON INDIAN AFFAIRS. || bill, which appropriates the following sums to be 


Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following | 
order; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the || 


House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill 
of the House (No. 181) to provide for a superintendent of 


Indian affairs tor Washington Territory, and additional In- || 
dian agents, which passed the Senate with an amendment || 


on the 19th of May. 


INSTRUCTIONS TO MAIL CONTRACTORS. 


| 
Mr. POLK submitted the following resolution; } 


which was considered, by unanimous consent, and | 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to furnish, for the use of the Senate, a copy of a circular 
issued from the Generai Land Office, of date of September 
9, 1857, in relation to preémptions to contractors carrying 
mails through Territories west of the Mississippi, under 
the general provision for that purpose in the act of Congress 
approved 3d March, 1855, making appropriations for the 


service of the Post Office Department; and also in refer- || 
| ence to the special post route preémption under act of 3d 


March, 1837; also, a copy of a letter from Jacob Hall, 
dated July 26, 1859, to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in regard to the right of mail contractors .to 
enter lands under the said act of Congress, passed the 3d 
March, 1855; also, a copyof the instructions dated the 2d | 
of August, 1859, issued by the Commissioner of the Gen- | 
era' Land Office, to the registers and receivers of the land | 
offices of Lecompton and Ogden, in Kansas Territory ; also, 
a copy of the reply of said Commissioner to said letter of 
Hail ; and also, a copy of the decision of the Secretary of the 
Interior upon appeal to him from the decision of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office upon the application 
by said Hall to enter lands under said act of the 3d of 
March, 1855; also,a copy of the letter of the Commissioner 


pag General Land Office to said Hall, dated 8th of March, 


ASENATH M. ELLIOTT. | 
Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Military 


Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 695) for the relief of Asenath M. 
Elliott, widow of Captain Edward G. Elliott, have 
directed me to report it back and recommend its 





pasange; and as it seems to be a case of peculiar 
ardship and great merit, we ask its present con- 
sideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Mississippi asks unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to consider a bill he has just reported at this 
time. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I think I must | 
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| object to that motion, We have but five minutes 
lett of the morning hour. 

Mr. DAVIS. This bill will not take a minute. 

Mr. GWIN. We have another hour yet for 
morning business. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will ask the 
Chair whether the morning hour ends at twelve 
or one o’clock? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regards 


twelve o’clock as the expiration of the morning 


‘| hour. 
| dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. |! 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Well, | with- 
draw my objection. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 


|| hears no objection to the present consideration of 


the bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 695) for 
the relief of Asenath M. Elhott, widow of Cap- 
tai. Edward G. Elliott. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to Ascnath M. Elliott, 
widow of the late Captain E. G. Elliott, of the 
United States Army, the sum of $5,000, in com- 
pensation for private property applied to the pay- 
ment of a balance erroneously appearing due 
| from him on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
, amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 


MILITARY ROADS IN OREGON. 


Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 702) making appropriations for the 
construction of certain military roads in the Ter- 
ritory of Washington, have instructed me to report 
it back and to ask that it be passed.” It isan ap- 
ropriation for the completion of the roads from 

Valla-Walla to Fort Berton; and also fora small 
road which is recommended by the general com- 
manding there to be quite necessary for militar 
operations. ‘The committee instructed me to ak 
for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 


expended, under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, in the construction of the following-named 
military roads in the Territory of Washington, 
to wit: From Fort Benton to Walla-Walla, the 


‘| sum ef $100,000. From Steilacoom to Fort Van- 


couver, the sum of $10,000, to be expended ex- 
clusively on that portion between Cowhill river 
and Monticello. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 

PAY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
299) to increase and regulate the pay of the Navy 


|| of the United States, with the amendments of the 


House thereto, have directed me to report it back, 
and ask that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. I will state to the Senate 
that the amendments of the House are very 
immaterial. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
have gone over them all. [can explain them in 
one minute to the Senate, if it is desired. They 
are confined simply to a few amounts of increase 
and decrease. They are very immaterial; and if 
the Senate will concur in the amendments, we 
can get rid of the whole matter now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Florida asks unanimous consent to consider the 
bill reported back from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, proposing a concurrence in the amend- 
ments of the idouse of Representatives. The 
Chair hears no objection. The message from the 
House will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That,the bill from the Senate No. 299, entitled 
** An act to increase and regulate the pay of the Navy of 
the United States,” do pass, with the following amend- 
ments: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert as fol- 
lows: 

That, from and after the passage of this act the annual 
pay of the officers of the Navy, on the active list, herein- 
after named, shail be as follows: 

Captains: The senior flag officer, created under and by 
virtue of an act of Congress approved March 2, 1857, shall 
| receive $4,500; captains when commanding squadrons, 
35,000; all other captains on duty at sea, $4,200; captains 

on Other duty, $3,600; when on leave or wailing orders, 
| 33,000, 
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Commanders: Every commander on duty at sea, for the 
firet five years after the date of his commission, $2,825; 
for the second five years after the date of bis commission, 
83,150. Every commander on other duty, for the first five 
years after the date of his commission, $2,662; for the 
wecond five years after the date of his commission, $2,825 ; 
ull other commanders, $2,250 ; lieutenants commanding at 
sea, $2,550. 

Lieutenants: Every lieutenant on duty at sea, $1,500; 
after be shall have seen seven years’ sea-service in the 
Navy, @1,700; after he shall have seen nine years’ sea- 
service, $1,900; after he shall have scen eleven years’ sea- 
service, $2,100; after he shall have seen thirteen years’ 
sea-service, $2,250. Every lieutenant on other duty shall 
reecive $1,500; after he shall have seen seven years’ sea 
service in the Navy, $1,600; after he shall have seen nine 
years’ sea-service, $1,700; after he shall have seen cleven 
years’ sea-service, $1,800; after he shall have seen thir 
teen years’ sea-service, $1.°75. Every lieutenant on leave 
or waiting orders, $1,200 ; atter he shall have seen seven 
years’ sea-service in the Navy, $1,266; after he shall have 
seen nine years’ sea-service, $1,333; after he shall have 
sven eleven years’ sea-service, $1,400 ; after he shall have 
seen thirtcen years’ sea-service, $1,450. 

Chaplains: Chaplains shall be paid as lieutenants. Every 
chaplain shall be permitted to eonduct public worship ac 


cording to the manner and forms of the church of which | 
he may be a member. Every chaplain retained in the ser- | 


vice shall be required to report aunually, to the Secretary 
of the Navy, the official services performed by him. 
Masters: Every master in the line of promotion, when 


on duty as such at sea, $1,200; when on other duty, $1,100; | 


when on leave or waiting orders, $825. 


Passed Midshipmen: Every passed midshipman, when | 


on duty as such at sea, $1,000; when on other duty, $800; 
when on leave or waiting orders, $650. 

Midshipmen: Every midshipman at sea, $550; when on 
other duty, $900; when on leave of absence or waiting 
orders, $450. 

Surgeons: Every surgeon on duty at sea, for the first 
five years after the date of his commission as surgeon, 
$2,200; for the second five years after the date of his com- 
mission as surgeon, $2,400; for the third five years after 
the date of his commission as surgeon, $2,600 ; tor the fourth 
five years after the date of his commission as surgeon, 
$2,800; for twenty years and upwards after the date of his 
commission as surgeon, $3,000, Fleet surgeons, $3,300, 
Every surgeon on ether duty, for the first five years after 
the date oft his commission as surgeon, $2,000; tor the sec- 
ond five years after the date of his commission as surgeon, 


$2,200; tor the third five years after the date of his com-- 


mission as surgeon, $2,400; for the fourth five years after 
the date of his commission as surgeon, $2,600 ; for twenty 
Saeed after the date of his commission as surgeon, $2,800. 

ivery surgeon on leave, or waiting orders, for the first five 
years after the date of his commission as surgeon, $1,600 ; 
for the second five years after the date of his commission 
as surgeon, $1,800; for the third five years after the date 
of his commission as surgeon, $1,900; for the fourth five 
years after the date of his commission as surgeon, $2,100 ; 
for twenty years and upwards after the date of his commis- 
sion as surgeon, $2,300. 

Passed Assistant Surgeons: Every passed assistant sur- 
geon on duty at sea, $1,500; when on other duty, $1,400; 
when on leave or waiting orders, $1,100. 

Assistant Surgeons: Eveiy assistant surgeon on duty at 
sea, $1,200; when on other duty, $1,050 ; when on leave 
or waiting orders, $800. 


Pursers: Every purser on duty at sea, for the first five || 
years after the date of his commission, $2,000; for the sec- 


ond five years after the date of his commission, $2,400 ; for 
the third five years after the date of his commission, $2,600 ; 
for the fourth five years atter the date of his commission, 

2,900; for twenty years and upwards after the date of his 
commission, $3,100. Every purser on other duty, for the 
first five years after the date of his commission, $1,200; for 
the second five years after the date of his commission, 

2,100; for the third five years after the date of his com- 


mission, $2,400; for the fourth five years after the date of 


his commission, $2,600 ; for twenty years and upwards after 
the date of his commission, $2,800, Every purser on leave 


or waiting orders, for the first five years after the date of. 


his commission, $1,400; for the second five years after the 


date of his commission, $1,600; for the third five years | 
after the date of his commission, $1,800; for the fourth five || 
years after the date of his commission, $2,000; for twenty | 
years and upwards after the date of his commission, $2,250. | 


Professors of Mathematics: Every professor of mathe- 
matics on duty, $1,800; when on leave or waiting orders, 
$960. 

Engineers: Every chief engineer on duty, for the first 
five years after the date of his commission, $1,800 ; for the 
second five years after the date of his commission, $2,200 ; 
for the third five years after the date of his commission, 
$2,450; after fifteen years after the date of his commis- 
sion, $2,600. Every chief enginecr on leave or waiting 
orders, for the first five years atter the date of his commis- 
sion, $1,200; for the second five years after the date of his 
commission, $1,300; forthe third five years after the date 
of his commission, $1,400 ; alter fifteen years after the date 
of his commission, $1,500. Every first assistant engineer 
on duty, $1,250; while on leave or waiting orders, $900. 
Every second assistant engineer on duty, $1,000; while on 
leave or waiting orders, $750. Every third assistant en- 
gineer on duty, $750; while on leave or waiting orders, 


Warranted Officers: Every boatswain, gunner, caurpen- 
ter, and sail-maker, on duty at sea, for the first three years’ 
sea-service after the date of his warrant, $1,000; for the 
second three years’ sea-service after the date of his war- 
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fourth three years’ sea-service after the date of his war- 
rant, $1,100; for twelve years’ sea-service and upwards, 
$1,200; when on leave or waiting orders, for the first three 
years’ sea-service after the date of his warrant, $600; for 
the second three years’ sea-service after the date of his war- 
rant, $700; for the third three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, $800; for the fourth three years’ sea- 
service after the date of his warrant, $900; for twelve 
years’ sea-service and upwards, $1,000. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
act contained shall be so construed as to increase or mod- 
ify the present pay of chiefs of bureaus in the Navy De- 
partment, with whom shall be classed the present superin- 

tendent of the Naval Observatory: Provided, That the of- 

| fieer now charged with experiments in gunnery at the navy- 
yard, Washington, shall receive the sea-service pay of the 
| grade now next above him, 





Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That hereafter no ser- 
|| vice shall be regarded as sea-service but such as shall be 
| performed at sea under the orders of a Department, and in 
| vessels employed by authority of law. 
| Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
| act contained shall be held to modify or affect the existing 
| power of the Secretary of the Navy to furlough officers, or 
| to affect the furlough pay. 
| Sse. 5. And be it further enacted, That the increased pay 
| hereinbefore provided for masters shall attach to masters 
not in the line of promotion, whether on the active or re- 
| served list; and officers on the reserved list, when called 
| into active service, shall receive the pay of theirrespective 
| grades as herein provided during the term of such service : 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to change or modify the present pay of officers on 
the reserved list, either on leave or furlough. 


|| Mr. MALLORY. I can state the amendments 

| if it is desired by the Senate, without having the 
|| bill read. It is not desirable, I suppose, to have 
| the whole bill read. ‘The amendments are very 
| few and very immaterial. The committee have 

duly considered them, and if any Senator desires 
| an explanation, I will give it with great pleasure. 
| By acting on the amendments now, we can get rid 
| 
| 


| of the whole bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is it the pleasure 
|| of the Senate that the Senator from Florida shall 
|, explain the whole amendments, without the bill 
being read through? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. Do you desire to hear the 
| amendments ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the Senate ought 
to know what the change is before we pass upon 
it. Others may understand it, but I do not. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will explain in a few 
words. The Senate made an error in the calcula- 
tion of the pay of surgeons, and that error has 
been properly corrected by the House. In calcu- 
lating the amount which it was intended to give 
the surgeons, the calculations were not fairly car- 
ried out. In the pay of engineers the House has 
|| adopted an arbitrary rule, Limagine; or no rule at 
all. ‘They struck out $100 in some places, and 
inserted $100in others. ‘The pay is about the same 
in the aggregate; but by what rule they have reg- 
ulated this pay I do not know. They will not 
materially increase the pay of the corps. There 
was a limitation in regard to professors of mathe- 
| matics, that vacancies should not be filled. The 
House has stricken that out, and have increased 
the pay of Mr. Maury $500. It has extended the 
pay of masters to some eight or ten old masters, 
old seamen, not in the line of promotion. Itisa 
small pay which the House of Representatives 
thought but just to their past services. Those are 
all the amendments, They are considered imma- 
terial by the committee, and we unanimously con- 
| curred in them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question, then, 
is on concurring in the amendments of the House 
| of Representatives. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The yeas and nays were 
not called upon the bill when it passed before by 
accident. I desire to call them on the question of 
concurrence; because the bill, as it now stands, is 
substantially the same. I desire to record my vote 
against the principle on which it is framed en- 
urely; and I ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. MALLORY. e can take the yeas and 
nays on concurring in the amendments. 

ir. FESSENDEN. The House struck out 


the whole of the bill, and inserted, as an amend- 




















rant, $1,150 ; for the third three years’ sea-service after the 
date of his warrant, $1,250; for the fourth three years’ sea- 
service after the date of his warrant, $1,350; for twelve 
years’ sea-service and upwards, $1,450; when on other 
duty, for the first three years of sea-service after the date of 


| ment, the original Senate bill in substance; so that, 


taking it on the whole, it is a new bill. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 


|| of the House of Representatives is to strike out 


all after the enacting clause, and insert an amend- 


_ment, which is the Senate bill, with the amend- 
| ments explained by the Senator from Florida. 





warrant, $800; tor the second three years’ sea-service af- 
ter the date of his warrant, $900 ; for the third three years’ 


sen-service after the date of his warrant, $1,000; for the | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. | ask for the yeas and 
nays on concurring in the amendment of the 
| House of Representatives. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. HALE, when his name was called, said: 
As | was on the committee that reported this bil] 
I ask the indulgence of the Senate to say, in a sin- 
gle word, that while there are some clauses in the 

ill which I very much disapprove, still, as it does 
justice to a large and meritorious class, I will vote 
ea. 
. The result was then announced—yeas 42, nays 
6; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright 
Brown, Chesnut, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Green’ 
Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Hammond, Hemphill, Iverson, Ken_ 
nedy, Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce 
Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Sumner, Te, 
Eyck, Thomson, Wigfall, Wilson, and Yulee—42. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Fessenden, Hamlin, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Trumbull, and Wade—6. 


Sothe amendment ofthe House wasconcurred in. 
MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will now 
call up the special order of the day. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iask, by general consent, to 
take up the West Point appropriation bill. I want 
to ask a conference upon it. + pas been returned 
from the House of Representatives with amend- 
ments. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate insist 
on itsamendments, and non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House, and ask for a committee of 
conference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the message 
from the House be read? 

Mr. HUNTER. It is hardly worth while to 
read it, I presume. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objec- 
tion, it will not be read. 

Mr. LANE. I did not hear the motion that 
was made by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER. Merely to ask for a commit- 
tee of conference. 

Mr. LANE. I had it in my mind to propose, 
if it is in order, that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House, fixing the term of 
study at West Point at four years. 

Mr. DAVIS. You cannot do that in a minute. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we undertake to settle this 
bill in the Senate, we shall have to settle all in the 
Senate; and, of course, the bill will go over. If 
Congress wishes to adjourn early, the plan is to 
settle these things in conference, and upon their 
report any Senator can then act upon them accord- 
ing to his notion of what is right; but if we un- 
dertake to settle one in the Senate, we shall have 
to go through with the whole of them here. 

Mr. LANE. I am satisfied myself that the 
House amendment upon that subject is right, and 
ought to be concurrred in by the Senate. The 
term should be fixed by law. There should be 
no more changing about. It ought to be fixed 
at four years, as the House has fixed it. If the 
Senate would concur in that amendment, then the 
bill could go into the hands of the committees of 
conference of the two Houses. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator insists, the bill 
must lie over; for I will not be in the way of the 
-gentleman who has the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Oregon can- 
not get his proposition through by a mere motion 
of that sort. ; 

Mr. LANE. Well, we could have a vote on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia moves that the Senate insist upon 1ts 
amendments, and non-concur in those of the 
House to the Military Academy bill, and ask a 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. If objection be made, the bill 

must lie over. . 

Mr. LANE. I do not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
will put the question on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia. 

The motion was 


reed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. move that the committee 
be appointed a the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. What number does 


the Senator propose ? 
Mr. HUNTER. Three is the usual number. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia moves that a committee of conference, 
coon of three members, be appointed by the 
hair. 
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The motion was agreed to; and Messrs. Davis, 
Cottamer, and Lane were appointed the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE ILOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hares, Chief Clerk, was received, re- 
turning, in compliance with the request of the 
Senate, the bill (H. R. No. 181) to provide fora 
superintendent of Indian affairs for Washington 
Territory, and additional Indian agents. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 22d of May, 1860, the print- 
ing of the following documents: 

Message of the President of the United States, 
communicating information of the capture of the 
bark William, with five hundred and fifty Afri- 


and sixteen minutes, 

Message from the President, communicating, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House, a 
statement of the expenditures from the appropri- 
ations made during the first session of the Thiny- 


Fourth Congress, and the first and second ses- | 


sions of the ‘Thirty-Fifth Congress, for legal 
assistance, &c., in the disposal of private land 
claims in California—ordered at two o’clock and 
sixteen minutes. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United | 


States, by Mr. Bucuanan, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 58) for the relief of George B. 
Bacon, late acting purser of the sloop-of-war 
Portsmouth; 

An act (S. No. 245) for the relief of Sweeny, 
Rittenhouse, Fant & Co.; 

An act (S. No. 74) for the relief of Edward N. 
Kent; 

An act (S. No. 62) to amend the “ Act to in- 
corporate the Provident Association of Clerks in 
the civil Departments of the Government of the 
United States, in the District of Columbia;’’ and 

An act (S. No. 59) for the relief of Samuel A. 
West, George McCullough, Hiram McCullough, 
and Charles Pendergast. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


call up the special order—the resolutions of the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr HAMMOND. I gave notice yesterday, 
Mr. President, that I would rise to a question of 


privilege to-day. 1 refrained from interfering with | 


the morning business, and take this opeercansty. 
when the special orders are called up. My atten- 
tion was called yesterday to a speech published 
in the Daily Globe as having been delivered the 
day before in the Senate Chamber. In that speech 
I find the following paragraph: 

‘‘In the State where General Hayne then declared that 
‘any man concerned, directly or indirectly, in this traffic, 
would be indignantly driven out of society,’ grand juries 
refuse to indict the pirates and felons of the slaver Echo; 
and Captain Corrie, the pirate leader of the Wanderer, in- 
stead of being ‘indignantly driven out of society’ into a 
felon’s cell, or on to a felon’s scaffold, now struts the® 
streets amidst the caresses of applauding thousands,shielded 
from a felon’s doom by the monstrous perversions of the 
laws of the land by a faithless, if not by a perjured, judge.” 


This speech has been printed as having been 
delivered here by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts; and I take occasion to inquire of the Chair 
whether such a speech was delivered on this floor, 
and by permission of the Chair, of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I prepared, 
with some little care, a speech in explanation of 
the bill I introduced for the suppression of the 
slave trade. In order to take as fitsle of the time 
of the Senate as possible, I put it in writing. I 
brought it into the Senate intending to deliver it, 
and the whole of it. When I called up the meas- 
ure, | saw the impatience of members around me 
to forward the public business; and as this speech 
was made up, toa considerable extent, of cita- 
tions, quotations, and explanations, which- had 
no reference to any member of the Senate, noth- 
ing of a personal nature in it, I thought I should 
be rendering a service to the Senate by stating 
the points of the speech, which I did, for about 
fifteen minutes; and saying, as I did say, that I 
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would not take the time to read the quotations | 


or state the reasons substantially upon which 1 
was supporting the bill, but stated the explana- 


tion of the various sections of the bill, and the | 
main points of it. That isall I have to say about | 


it. I sent the speech, as 1 intended to deliver it, 


all written out in all parts of it, to be printed. If || 


there had been any allusion to a member of the 
Senate, anything of a personal character in it, | 
should not have done it; but, as this speech was 
made up, toa considerable extent, of quotations, 
of citations, which I had put in writing before 
me, 1 did net want to weary the Senate; and I did 
not read the whole aed or make the whole 
speech, for that reason, and that reason alone; 


and I thought I was conferring a favor upon my | 


associates by so doing. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. President, Iam aston- | 


suppose there was nothing personal to any Sen- 
ator in that specch. Is it not personal tome and 
to my colleague, that an eminent judge of our 
State should be charged with the monstrous crime 
of either infidelity or perjury? Are we to sit here 
and have such charges as that preferred or insin- 


. || ished that the Senator from Mass&chusetts should | 
can negroes on board—ordered at two o’clock | 


uated against a constituent, and be told that that | 


is not personal? I do not know, sir, what the 
rules, or how far the courtesy of the Senate would 


extend, on any occasion, to any Senator’s insert- | 


ing in a speech purporting to go out from the 
Senate what he did not say upon the floor. My 
own opinion is, thatif it extends to anything that 


is material, it is, to that extent, a forgery and a | 


fraud, and ought to be arrested by some action of 
the Senate. 


dying of personal epithets with the Senator from 


Massachusetts, or with any other Senator upon | 


that side. The fruitlessness of such a strife has 
been demonstrated over and over again. But I 


must speak of what he has said here somewhat || 


as it deserves. Every Senator here knows that 
if those remarks had been made on this floor, they 


would have been instantly repelled, and their de- | 


nunciation would have gone out with them; but | 


now they have gone out in a campaign speech 
without a word of objection upon this floor, and 
will circulate uncorrected throughout the whole 
country; and what is worse, the Senators from 
South Carolina will be supposed to have sat here 
in silence, and submitted to such an imputation 
on their State, and on so eminent and distinguished 
a citizen of it. 

Sir, these expressions are harsh, grossly insult- 
ing, and, | must say, untrue. In the State of 
South Carolina, juries have indicted, I will not 
say the pirates, but the felons of the slaver Echo. 


When the case first came before the grand jury | 


in South Carolina, they refused the indictment; | 


for what reason? The Senator may suspect, oth- 
ers may suspect, that they did it under the influ- 
ence of public opinion. When it came again 
before the grand jury, with the benefit of the sober 
second thought of public opinion, they were in- 
dicted, which proved that the opinion of South 
Carolina is settled upon that point. They were 
tried and acquitted; but I am told it is very diffi- 
cult to get the evidence necessary to a conviction 
in such a case as that; and the proof of the fact 
is, that nobody has ever been convicted, under 
these laws, anywhere in the United States. 

As to Captain Corrie’s ‘strutting the streets 
of Charleston amidst the caresses of applauding 
thousands,”’ that is sheer fudge. 1 doubt whether 
Captain Corrie is much in Charleston now. Cap- 
tain Corrie has many fine traits of character, and 
has hosts of friends, who, doubtless, as I do my- 
self, sympathize with him in having been misled 
into this unfortunate operation, which has been, 
in every respect, his ruin; but if he meets with 
caresses or gear it is only from that small 
party in the State of South Carolina who favor 
the slave trade. 

Sir, as to Judge Magrath, I have good author- 
ity, eminent authority, for saying that he ranks 
second to no one of his grade as a judge, I have 
known him long and known him well; and if I 
were competent to express an opinion, I would 
say that very few judges of this land are entitled 
to take precedence of him. Asa man, he isa gen- 
tleman. His character is unimpeachable. He has 
been a bold and faithful administrator of the laws; 
and in the teeth of the general public sentiment of 
the South, which cannot believe this trade to be 
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piracy, he has decided that the Constitution gives 

to Congress the power to define piracy, and that 

Congress has the power to make the slave trade 
| piracy. Thatis the judge who stood up in a south- 

ern State, in the face of the general sentiment—I 
do not say it is a permanent sentiment, because I 
am inclined to believe with the judge, that when 
it comes to be investigated, the sentiment will be 
with him; but, at the first blush, the universal 
opinion almost was against him; and yet he made 
that decision; and the Senator from Massachusetts 
calls him faithless or perjured! In the very case 
to which the Senator refers, in which the judge 
decided that Mr. Corrie was not amenable to the 
laws which made the slave trade piracy, the judge 
took a ground which I should be glad to hear the 
Senator from Massachusetts or any other Senator 
controvert. lam not much ofa lawy®r, but em- 
inent lawyers who have examined it assure me, 
as I think myself, that it is incontrovertible. 


| 
|| Having said this much, Mr. President, I have 
| 


only to say that I desire that some older Senators, 

| well acquainted with the rules, will, if possible, 
| propose something to prevent this perpetration 
of forgery and fraud, by which speeches go out 
from the Senate that have not been delivered here, 
containing matt® that ought to have been re- 
buked on the instant, and in that way embarrass- 
ing seriously many of the members of the Senate. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, | have but a 
few words to say in reply to the remarks made 
by the Senator from South Carolina. J have 
explained my course in this matter. [t was not, 
and the Senator must know that it could not be, 


| my intention to put upon the record here any 
Now, sir, I do not wish to indulge in any ban- | 


sentiments that I was not willing to avow in the 
| face of the Senate. As [I said when I rose, the 
other day, I did it with the intention of making a 
speech of about forty minutes; | stated the points 
for filteen minutes; and my only motive was to 
save the pressing time of this body. Had there 
| been an allusion to any Senator, anything that I 
could have dreamed would have affected any Sen- 
ator, I certainly should have done nothing of the 
kind. Let me say, sir, that this is not the first 
| time, and it will not be the Jast time, that many 
Senators have incorporated into their speeches 
»oints of which they have stated the substance 
son in the Senate, without going into full details, 
not wishing to take up the time of the body. 

Now, a single word in reference to this judge— 
for | suppose the extent of my offending is the 
_ allusion | made to Judge Magrath, I repeat the 
| declaration I made, aad I say here, that he has 
shown in his action in these cases a disposition 
to quibble, to shield persons charged with crime. 
lam nota lawyer; but I say that no man of ordi- 
nary intelligence can read that decision, and not 
feel that it is a perversion of the law; that is a 
perversion to shield crime and shield criminals. 
Sir, Judge Wayne, of the Supreme Court, in 
charging the grand jury of Georgia, last autumn, 
laid down the doctrine that the liberty of Africans 
was inviolable, so far as the United States were 
concerned; that is, that all the people of Africa, 
so far as we are concerned, so far as our laws are 
concerned, are free men. This judge in South 
Carolina has decided that the Constitution gives 
»ower to make a law declaring slavery a piracy; 
bat he declares that the act of 1820 does not make 
| it piracy, for it is not piracy to take persons from 
Africa, unless they are proved to be free men, and 
import them into this country. I believe, upon 
my conscience, the position to be an unsound one, 
and that it was assumed for the purpose of inter- 
posing the power of the judicial tribunals to pre- 
vent the persons who had been guilty of these 
crimes receiving the punishment of the laws. The 
Senator admits here that the sentiment of that 
section of the country is against these laws, or 
the execution of these laws; that this man Corrie 
has, what I say he has, the sympathy of masses 
of men. He has stated well-known facts. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I did not say he had their 
sympathy for resisting the law; but I spoke of 
his personal qualities. 

Mr. WILSON. Well, sir, notwithstanding 
his crimes, he has sympathy; and that that sym- 
pathy goes even beyond his personal qualities, no 
man who has read the public journals of that sec- 
j tion of the country can entertain the slightest 
doubt. 

But, sir, 1 djd not, in the remarks I made, under- 
take to charge the people of South Carolina and 
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Georgia, as a mass, with being in favor of the fe- | 
opening of the slave trade. I did not go as far as | 
I had a right to go; I did not quote the opinion of 
Governor Adams and others of these States; I did 
not quote the resolutions reported in the Legisla- 
ture of South Carolina; I did not quote the opinions | 
uttered during the last six years by the Charleston 
Mercury—opinions that | have before me. I did 
not quote a vast mass of documents that would 
enable me to stand here for the next forty hours | 
and bring the amplest proof that newspapers, pub- | 
lic men, and masses of men in those States, and 
in the southwestern States, are in favor of repeal- 
ing the present laws, and in favor of reopening 
the slave trade. It was not my purpose to say 
anything that any Senator could have a right to 
take exception to; butas exception has been made 
to my re@rks in regard to this judge, I have 
simply to say here that | believe, in the cases of 
the Echo and the Wanderer, he has not faithfully 
executed the laws of the country. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. President, as regards 
the general sentument—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

Mr. HAMMOND. Only one word. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would ask ¢° Senator from 
South Carolina, as this is evideftly a question on 
which the more he says the mere will be said, 
and if he say very little somebody else will say | 
more, that it be allowed to go over, in order that 
the Senator from Texas, who has already been | 
delayed more than half an hour, may go on with 
his remarks. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I wish to say but a few 
words, and | must say them. In regard to the 
opening of the slave trade in the South, I think 
every one wlfo reads the journals, as the Senator 
says he does, must be convinced that, while a 
few people there are in favor of it, the great mass 
of the people are opposed to it. In regard to the 
imputation reiterated by the Senator on Judge 
Magrath, | have only to say that he and some 
others on that side of the Chamber are chartered 
libertines in speech— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair decides | 
the Senator from South Carolina to be out of 
order. 

Mr. IVERSON. As the Senator from Texas 
seems to be very anxious to proceed with his re- 
marks, and as [ desire to make some remarks in 
vindication of my own State from what I con- 
ceive to be charges that are slanderous, which 
the Senator from Massachusetts has made—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous | 
consent, the Senator from Georgia can proceed. 
Otherwise the Chair must call up the special 
order. 

Mr. IVERSON. I will postpone the matter 
unul to-morrow, and then make my remarks. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the question before the 
Senate ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
South Carolina rose to a privileged question. No 
motion has been made. 





The hour has arrived 
for the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will send this resolution to be 
read, and the Senator from Georgia can speak 
Oar it: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 
structed to inquire and report some method of securing a 
faithful report of the debates of the Senate, and to prevent | 
alterations and interpolations that change the character and 
effect of what is here spoken. 

I do not ask for the present consideration of the | 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
The Chair calls up the special order. 


order until to-morrow. 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir; to postpone the 
presentsubject on which the Senator from South 
Carolina has spoken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The subject will 
he over without postponement. 

Mr. IVERSON. i shail call up the resolution | 
of the Senator from Mississippi to-morrow morn- 
ing, and on thatsay whatI desire to say. 


RELATIONS OF THE STATES. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 


resolutions submitted by Mr. Davis on the Ist of || 


March, relative to State rights; the institution of | 
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to protect those rights; the powers of the Terri- | - to have taken an active part in that canvass, 


torial Legislatures over the subject of slavery, 
and the duty of the several States to observe and 
respect the fugitive slave law. 


Mr. WIGFALL. 


concluded with an observation that the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Doveias] was then dead—l 
meant, of course, politically—and had I not been 
interrupted, I was going on to observe that how- 
ever desirable it might have been to the Senator 
from Ohio to play the part of Antony over the 
dead body of Cesar. 

Mr. PUGH. 
not think it is a dead body at all. 
quite a living body ut present. 

Mr. WIGFALL. However desirous he might 





I think it is 


Mr. President, when I was | 
interrupted yesterday by a motion to adjourn, I 


The Senator is mistaken. Ido | 


be to play the part of Antony over the dead body | 


of his Cesar—tfo® I insist that he is dead—it would 
be impossible for him so to do, because the corpse 
would show no signs of violence. 
not for a flow of blood, but of ink. He was af- 
flicted with a disease that is as common to politi- 
cians as bronchitis is to parsons—the cacoéthes 


scribendi; he died of a pamphlet. He has not the | 


vatience of Job; but the calamity has befallen 
um which Job prayed might befall his enemy— 
he wrote a book. 

Now, sir, having concluded what I intended to 


He diced, sir, | 


say upon that point, I come to the next matter | 


which the Senator from Ohio put in issue. He 
says that the Democratic party at Charleston de- 
cided upon this vexed question as to the construc- 


tion of the platform. He says that they appealed | 


from the Supreme Court to the great Sanhedrim, 
and a verdict was found in their favor. This l 
deny. 

Mr. PUGH. 
ment as thats + 


Mr. WIGFALL. The Senator from Ohio 


stated—I have not the report and have not seen | 


it—that they had appealed to the party, and that 
the party at Charleston had decided in their fa- 
vor. 

Mr. PUGH. 
caucus. 

Mr. WIGFALL. To the party? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. I did not say that the 
party had done anything except to refuse to in- 
corporate your new dogma into the platform. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Ah, that was not what 1 
understood the Senator to say. His explanation 
relieves me from the necessity of going on. The 


An appeal from a senatorial 


Certainly, I made no such state- | 


party, at least those of them who remained in the | 
convention, did not put any construction on the | 
platform, it remains, therefore, as it did before, a | 
matter of construction until there shall be another | 


meeting of the party. I promised to read from 
Mr. Buchanan’s message. I stated that when 
the present President of the United States was 
nominated and wrote his letter of acceptance, we 
at the South understood him distinctly to repu- 
diate squatter sovereignty. I stated that in his 
inaugural address he repudiated it; and the Sen- 
ater from Ohio asked me to read from the mes- 
sage. I told him that to-day | would. Here it 
is: 

‘It has ever been my individual opinion that, under the 
Nebraska-Kansas act, the appropriate period will be when 
the number of actual residents in the Territories shalijustity 
the formation of a constitution with a view to its admis- 


| sion as a State into the Union.”’ 


It will lie over. | 
The Sen- | 


ator from Georgia moves to postpone the special || 


| 
| 
} 


| 
} 
| 
| 


—r in the States; the rights of citizens of the || 


several States in the Territories of the United | 
States, and the duty of the Federal Government 


' 


Mr. PUGH. 
whole passage. 

Mr. WIGFALL. 
message. 

Mr. PUGH. I admit that he stated that to be 
his individual opinion, but in the same connection 
he went on to say it was not a matter of party 
fealty. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I stated that the President 
of the United States, in his acceptance of the plat- 
form, had repudiated the squatter sovereignty 
doctrine; I stated that in his inaugural message 
he, as an individual, had expressed the same 
opinion; and therefore, that in voting for him we 
were not committed to squatter sovereignty, but, 
on the contrary, that those who voted for him 
were committed to the reverse. That was the 
issue between the Senator and myself. In his 
letter of acceptance Mr. Buchanan used the phrase 
that the people of a Territory, “like the people 
of aState,’’ have the right to settle their domestic 
institutions in their own way. Now, sir, I hap- 


The Senator does not read the 


I cannot read the wholé 





| 


t was charged by the Opposition party in ‘Texas 
that the eae and the letter of acceptance 
and the Nebraska bill itself, all contained the 
squatter sovereignty doctrine. 1 denied it; and, 
in discussing that clause in Mr. Buchanan’s |et- 
ter, L asked, always, when have the people of a 
State a right to settle their own institutions? 
Who can establish the political institutions of a 
country ? The people. hen? Atthe time they 
establish the organic law; at the time that they 
establish the frame-work of govefnment. Then, 
| and then only, can the people of a State establish 
and settle their domestic insututions—political in- 
stitutions; then the people, acting in their sover- 
eign capacity, whether en masse or in convention, 
ean declare and decide whether they will have a 
monarchical form of government, an aristocratic 
form of government, a republican form of gov- 
ernment, or a pure democracy. When the peo- 
ple have settled that—and by people I meana State, 
and by a State I mean any organized communit 
under a constitution—a political community be- 
fore it is organized, in the very act of establish- 
ing their form of government, then and there can 
| establish their political institutions; and after hay- 
ing established them, they can never be altered 
afterwards, except by the same power which in- 
augurated them. This was the doctrine on which 
we construed Mr. Buchanan’s letter of accept- 
ance; and I therefore deny that we were commit- 
ted to any other construction than that which we 

nublicly gave it, and which was not denied by 
coe but after his inauguration was adopted and 
indorsed by him in his inaugural address as his 
| own individual opinion. 

The Senator from Ohio regards it as a mon- 
strous proposition, that it shail be charged that 
the Constitution of the United States establishes 
slavery in a Territory. 1 say also that it is a 
monstrous proposition. I say, furthermore, that 
it is a proposition that no man living south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line has ever advocated. It 
has been suggested by those who, in the garb of 
friendship, have been our bitterest enemies; who 
have worn the uniform, and have shot down their 
fellow-soldiers in the fight. It has been used and 
asserted by those who would excite prejudice 
against the party of which they professed to be 
members. ‘The Constitution of the United States 
does not establish political institutions any where. 
The Constitution of the United States 1s a com- 
pact between the States, by which the States 
agreed to exercise some of their sovereign powers 
through this foreign department, as it was called 
by Mr. Jefferson. That is all that the Constitu- 
tion does. It is all that we have ever professed 
that itdid. How is it, then, that slavery goes 
into the Territories? Slavery does not go into 
the Territories. Slavery is a political insttution. 
Whilstthe Territory remains a Territory there are 
| no political instituuions. They are nota people; 
| they are not a political community. Individuals 
are living upon territory that belongs to another 
people—are living there upon such terms as the 
sovereign chooses to prescribe. Thatis the doc- 
trine of the Democratic party, as | have under- 
stood it. 

« But what we have asserted is, that this Terri- 
tory, belonging to the thirty-three States, and 
those States being equal, is open for settlement 
by the citizens of any one of the joint owners; 
and that when these citizens of any of the States 
get into the Territory, they have a right to carry 
with them any property which they own. That 
is the extent of wut claim. Then, why can we 
carry slaves? Because slaves are property recog- 
nized by the Constitution of the United States. 
If the States, in entering into this compact, had 
agreed with each other that man should not have 
property in man, a very different state of things 
would exist; but a mere silence on the subject 
would be sufficient, and the Constitution of the 
United States nowhere prohibits man from own- 
ing property in man. The Constitution of the 
United States nowhere declares what shall be 
property, and what shall not. Therefore, one 
iving in any one of the States of the Union and 





| ownlig any property, whether it is a watch, or & 
codt, or a hat, a horse, or a negro, has a right to 
| go with his property anywhere upon the broad 
face of the carth, until he reaches some country 
where the organic law declares he shall not held 





property in that particular article. 
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Then arises the question: is there any powerin 
the inhabitants of a Territory to declare what is 
property and what is not? That we deny, because 
we say that the power to declare what is property 


and what is not, is a sovereign power, and can be | 
exercised only when the organic law is to be estab- | 


lished, and that that organic law is never estab- 
lished, and cannot be, until the inhabitants of the 
Territory become a people; and by people I mean 
a political community establishing a government 
for themselves. Now, I do not mean to say that 
the constitutions of the different States establish 
slavery, or. declare that man may own property 
in man. When the people of the different States 
came to form their organic law and establish their 
government they treated everything which was 
sroperty previously as property, and so itremains. 
Ve deny that a Territorial Legislature, oraState 
Legislature, or the Federal Legislature, can pre- 
scribe what is property or what is not; and we 
say that in any one of the States of the Union 
whatever is property remains property—the utle 
vested in the owner until he goes to some country 


of property. ’ 

Mr. PUGH. WilltheSenator permit me to put 
a question? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Oh, yes; it does not inter- 
rupt me in the least. 

fr. PUGH. The Senator has stated what I 
believe to be the whole argument onhis side; and 
now, in order to test it, 1 want to make a sugges- 
tion to him. He thinks that the people of a State 
cannot abolish slavery except by an organical 
law—a constitution. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I think so. 

Mr. PUGH. Now, I wantto call his attention 
to the fact that every State of the Union, except 
Massachusetts, that ever did abolish slavery, 
abolished it by an act of legislation. 

Mr.WIGFALL. I say to the Senator, if that is 
true—a matterabout which | am not informed 

Mr. PUGH. Then, according to the Senator’s 
doctrine, Pennsylvania is to-day a slaveholding 
State, 

Mr. HALE. [| want to state that what the 
Senator from Ohio says is not altogether true. 
Slavery never was abolished by law in New 
Hampshire, and never existed by law there. 

Mr. PUGH. It was there, according to the 
census. 

Mr. HALE. I know it; and that is what I 
said yesterday. The census tells lies sometimes. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘The legislation was for post 
nati, I think, in all the northern States. 

Mr. HALE. There was no legislation in Mas- 
sachusetts or New Hampshire on it; but freedom 
was declared to be the result of the Constitution. 

Mr. PUGH. Pennsylvania and New York 
abolished slavery by acts of legislation. 

Mr. DAVIS. Having examined the point, I 
will say to the Senator, that the legislation to 
which he refers was for post nati; and after the 
time had passed when no one could be a slave 
by birth a suit arose in Connecticut to compel the 
executor of an estate to receive a slave who had 
become indigent; and it was held to be property, 
and he was compelled to take the indigent slave 
and support him. ' 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not see that that bears on 
the question. 

Mr. WIGFALL. This is a matter of not the 
slightest consequence to me. State Legislatures 
have done what they have 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator will pardon me—I 
do not mean to interrupt him. His proposition 
is that slavery cannot be excluded—by what the 
Senator from Mississippi calls a law for post nati 
—from a Territory, because it can only be acted 
on by an organical law. Thatis the very propo- 
sition which I say refutes the whole argument on 
his side, and is untrue in fact, untrue in history, 
and has no foundation. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The Senator is, doubtless, 
satisfied with his own argument—so am I, too. 

Mr. DAVIS. I mustask the Chair not to allow 
the remarks of the Senator from Texas to degen- 
erate into a mere dialogue. He is addressing the 
Senate in a line of argument, and I hope he will 
be permitted to proceed. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
RICK In the chair.) That depends on the discre- 
Non of the Senator himself. 

Mr. PUGH. I will not interrupt him without 








|| ish titles, 
|| ism, and divided the lands out among themselves. 
where it is unlawful for him to own that species | 
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| his consent; but when I have it, I certainly will 

| not submit to be reproved by others. 

| Mr. WIGFALL _I was going on tosay,and 
I believe I have already said, that the organic law 
could only be established by sovereign power. I 

think Iam not mistaken in that proposition. I 
think there is no writer on political ethics of any 

| respectability who doubts it. If that be frue, 

| then I say that it is by organic law alone that prop- 


1 used, 


| question, which | will repeat briefly. Suppose 


| had, eo instanti, established a government. They 
might have made it monarchical; they might have 
maile it aristocratic; they might have made it re- 

ublican or democratic, and who could say no? 
They were standing there with arms in their 
ieaies They could have abolished all the Span- 
aon could have introduced Fourier- 


They could have declared that no man afterwards 
in that government should ever own land. They 
could have declared that no man should ever own 
another man. No one doubts that had they es- 
tablished a governmentat the same time, suppos- 


ernment, with three departments, legislative, ex- 








| 


ecutive, and judicial, each would have been bound 
to ubey the organic law. Could a judge, sitting 


| took his seat? 
disregard the law by which he was authorized to 
| pass statutes? The thing is preposterous. I can- 
| not be led trom the train of my argument by dis- 
| cussions as to what this Legislature, that Legis- 


lature, or the other has done. I say that a State 


that a State Legislature has no right to establish a 
constitution; it has no right to declare the organic 


vested. So much upon that point. 
Then the monstrous proposition that the Con- 
stitution of the United States establishes slavery 


litical institution. 
there is a difference between slaves and slavery. 


tution. If, in adopting a form of government, the 
political institution of slavery is established, it re- 
mains so until the power which created, the power 
which made, unmakes; and when the govern- 
ment, which is organized by the supreme power, 
comes into existence, it is the duty of that gov- 
| ernment to protect everything which is recognized 
| by the organic law as property. We say, then, 

that the inhabitants of a Territory, not being a 
— or a political community, but living upon 
| land the eminent domain of which is in another 
| people, have no right to establish political insti- 
| tutions, and they have no right to pass organic 
laws; but whilst they remain there, any powers 
| which are vested in them by the Federal Govern- 
ment, the agent of all the States, must be exer- 





cised for the protection of everything which is || 


property; and that an property, and 

| remains property there that a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States can hold in any State of this Union. I 
trust that I have made myself understood in the 

distinction I draw between slaves and slavery as 

| & political institution. 

fear, Mr. President, that those charges which 

| 


are made so loudly and inconsiderately, (and I 
| hope they are inconsiderately made here,) in the 


| present state of things, are made, notin the spirit 


different purpose. 





those who have run off on this neresy of squatter 
| Sovereignty are using arguments which are cal- 
| culated to excite the passions of the non-slave- 


sented false issucs to those people, and told them 
that we are making those issues. Judge Dovuc- 
LAS, some time ago, chose to write a letter or make 
a speech against the reopening of the African slave 
trade. He has spoken and written against forcing 
slavery on an unwilling people. It is said that 
| we are guilty of the monstrous proposition of in- 
sisting that the Constitution of the United States 
establishes the political institution of slavery ina 
Territory, whereas we have merely asserted that 


erty can be confiscated, and by organic law—I | 
|| care not about the morality—it can be. 
|| some time ago, an illustration in arguing this very | 


holding portion of this country. They have pre- | 
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that when Texan independence was won on the | 
field of San Jacinto, the men who there assembled 


ing they had established a republican form of gov- | 


on the bench, dispute that authority by which he | 
Coulda member of the legislature | 


Legislature has no right to confiscate property; | 


law, unless in the constitution itself this power is | 


has never been advocated by us. Slavery is a po- | 
The position we take is, that | 


Slaves are property. Slavery is a political insti- | 


of friendship and of kindness, but for a very | 
{ have watched the course of | 
political men for some time past, and I find that | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
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whatever we own as property we have a right to 
carry anywhere within the limits of the United 
States, unless there is some organic law which 
prohibits us from owning that species of prop- 
erty. We have said that wherever the Ameri- 
can flag floats, wherever the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Government extends, the Government is 
bound to a the persons, the lives, the liber- 
ties, and the property of all the citizens of these 
thirty-three States. That is the extent of our 
claim, and it has been tortured into quite a differ- 
ent aspect. 

[ regret extremely the spirit which seems to 
actuate those who are acting in concert with the 
distinguished Senator from Tilinois. They seem 
not to meet us in a spirit of conciliations When 
we offer the olive branch, they show the sword. 
No sooner had the imbroglio occurred at Charles- 
ton, than the organ of the party here denounced 
all those who were unwilling to remain in the 
convention; after that convention had refused to 
act upon Judge Doueias’s own proposition, nei- 
ther to cheat nor to be cheated—or one that if not 
made by him, he had accepted—no sooner had 
they done this, than the organ here denounced 
them as ‘* Yanceyites,’’ headed its editorials 
** Yanceyism,”’ called them ‘* fire-eaters,’’ ** nul- 

| lifiers,’’ **disunionists.’’ Those were the terms 
in which they were spoken of. I do not choose 


|, to weary the patience of the Senate, nor waste my 


time in reading the miserable stuff that is con- 
_ tained in thisorgan. There is one sentence only 
that I will inflict on them: 

“<The coadjutors of Mr. Yancey at Charleston are fright- 
ened almost out of their lives at the enormities which they 
| were instrumental in committing. They are now much 

more desirons to get the seceding members into the con- 
vention at Baltimore than they wefe to get them out of it 
at Charleston !” 
| Now, sir, was that in the spirit of conciliation 
and peace? When these Democrats met, they 
' should have met like a band of brothers to adopt 

a general platform of principles, and to nominate 
some man who was acceptable to all sections and 
could rally the entire strength of the party; and 
| when it was found that there was an ‘‘ irrepressi- 

ble conflict”’ as to opinion, and some of the dele- 

gations withdrew, and their friends here and else- 
where advised that they should return, and should 
meet again at Baltimore and see if these difficul- 
ties were 'rrepressible, or if there was not ground 
of hope for conciliation and reunion, co instanti, 
| the organ here comes out and says they are fright- 
ened, denounces them, derides cae tauntsthem, 
and does everything that a paper can do to pre- 
vent any reconciliation. So it has been in other 

sections of the country. I got this morning a 

yaper from one of the northwestern States—I be- 

lieve it was Minnesota. In candor to the Sena- 
| tor from Ohio, who assumes the guardianship of 
| the Senator from Illinois, I would say that I be- 
lieve it is a Back Republican paper, but it reports 
speeches which were made by Mr. Gorman and 
Mr. Gilman: 


“The speeches were quite as remarkable as other efforts 
of the able erators. The hearty applausg which followed 
the frequent anti-slavery remarks of Messrs. Gorman and 
Gilmin, would almost create a belief that it was mainly a 
| Republican meeting.”’ 


These were the leaders in the Minnesota del- 
egation of the Douglas wing of the party: 


« But we feel sure that no Republican speaker, although 
attacking slavery as an institution, andslavery propagand- 
ism asa political policy, would ever denounce a sister 
| State to the extent, or in the terms of Gorman’s invective 
of Saturday night.”” * * ° s = - ad 

‘Governor Gorman, in —— the position of the 
Douglas men in the convention, said that it was their in- 
| tention to prevent the nomination of any other man than 
he, at all hazards; that they intend to nominate him by 
two thirds if they can, and if not, to change the rule and 
nominate him by a mere majority; and if they tail in this 
also, then to make no nomination whatever, but let the 
Democracy of the Northwest nominate Doveétas. 

“This is undoubtedly their design, and we hope they 
will accomplish it. It is high time the unprincipled and 
corrupt organization called the Democratic party was dis- 
rupted, abandoned, and destroyed.”’ 


That is the impression that is made in the 
northern States by the speeches and the public 
meetings which are held, at least by some of these 
| gentlemen. : 
| Mr. PUGH. Mr. President——. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
| ator from Texas yield the floor? 
| Mr. WIGFALL. Yes, sir; as often as the 
| Senator chooses to interrupt me. 
| Mr. PUGH. I know Governor Gorman very 
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well; and | ieel very confident he never entertained | lieve to be vital to us. We are Democrats, because 


Mr. WIGFALL. Itis so published. I have 
heard sentiments that were as disorganizing, as | 
bitter, and calculated as surely to produce the 
same result, uttered upon this floor. ‘The Senator 
yesterday—I mention it now, before I leave that 
part of the subject and go to the main course of 
argument—in a very bitter denunciation of the 
oresent Administration, stated that the office- 
balers in Lilinois and Ohio voted with the Re- | 
publicans. [ judge that his statement was made 
upon information. I know not; but I take it for 


or uttered such sentiments. 
i 
| 
| 


Mr. PUGH. I will state to the Senate now, to 
do justice to myself, that I should have said in 
northern Ohio; not in the southern portion of the | 
State. so 
Mr. WIGFALL. I would merely ask, and I 
would not insist upon an answer, or expect one, 
what kind of Democrats these Douglas men must 
be when the friends of a Democratic Administra- 
tion prefer Black Republicans to them? ‘This dec- 
laration, however, of the Senator, | suppose, is 
made for the purpose of producing peace and 
harmony between the two wings of the party, 
the Administration wing and the Douglas wing! 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator said he did not want 
an answer to that question. If he does, | will 
give itto him. He asks what kind of Democrats 
must the Douglas men be when the office-holders 
of the Administration prefer the Black Repub- 
licans. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The Senator can answer. 

Mr. PUGH. I willanswer. Most of the oftice- 
holders were Black Republicans when they were 
appouited, 

Mr. WIGFALL. Iwas saying, Mr. Presi- | 
dent, that this remark was doubtless made for,ghe 
purpose of producing peace and-harmony! 

Mr. PUGH. It was made in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

Mr. WIGFALL. 

** How pleasant “tis to see 
Kindred and friends agree.” 
Why, sir, when the Senator from Ohio com- 
plains that we do not nominate Mr. Doveias,and 
insist that he shall not be nominated, I ask him, 
in all candor, what would he and the Senator 
from Illinois say if we were to insist upon nom- 
inating Mr. Buchanan. Would they not say, 
‘**There isan irrepressible conflict; difficulties have 
grown up during this Administration; you have 
no right to ask this thing of us; it is not fair; it 


is not kind; it is not just; select some man who || 


has not been engaged in this conflict; select some 
man who can rally in the strength of the whole 
party; do not force this thing on us; we believe 
with you; we are Democrats; we desire to keep 
an Administration in power, and to put one in that 
will administer the Beareanens as we think it 
ought to be administered; that agrees with us upon 


the tariff, upon the bank, upon internal improve- 7 


ments, upon the slavery question? All these mat- 
ters we agree upon; this great party is organized 
for the purpose’ of administering the Government 
in a certain mode. Now, why will you bring per- 
sonal considerations in? You know that Mr. Bu- 
chanan is distasteful to us; then do not force him 
upon us; give us a man who is not; give us a man 
whoagrees with him in principle, who will admin- 
ister the Government as he would; and we, asa 
band of brothers, can again display our flag; we 
can again go into battle; we can again fightthe good | 
fight, and keep the faith.” 
Sir, if an appeal of that sort were made to me 
by the Senator from Illinois, or his friend from 
Ohio, | would feel, and I would respond to the 
justice of the appeal, Then, l ask, why force on 
us aman who cannot be supported by the Ad- 
ministration, or any supporter of it; a man who 
cannot be supported by the South, or any section 
of it; a man who has not a baker’s dozen in any 
southern State? I care not what may be said to 
the contrary; I say Judge Dovenas has not an 
strength in any southern State; and that there is 
nothing but the apprehension of the election of a 
Black Republican that could give him the vote of | 
a single State; and there are some five or six or | 
eight States in which the people would see a Black | 
Republican elected before they would vote for | 
him. These are facts. He has thrown himself | 
in antagonism to the party. He has thrown him- | 





| 


| ernment ina manner that was intended by the | 


| the compact; that, according to the Constitution, 


| Republicans, Black Republicans, National Re- 


| principles of the party, and how are you going to 


/ as unsound, with whom a large portion even of 


| party was a pro-slavery er 
granted—— |} 








i 


the Democratic party has administered the Gov- || 
ernment in a manner which enables us to live 
under it in safety, in peace, in quiet, and in com- 
fort; but when the Democratic party administers | 
this Government so, as we believe, to make ita | 
curse instead of a blessing—the Government a || 
tyranny, and the Union anything but a Union of | 
brethren—then I say the time will come when we | 
can no longer act with the Democratic party. 

Why is it that we at the South are Democrats? | 
We have never assumed that the Democratic | 
or an anti-slavery || 
party. We have simply said that it was a con- | 
stitutional party; that it administered this Gov- | 





States that framed and adopted and indorsed the 
Constitution of the United States, the parties to 


with the construction which the Democratic party | 
gave it, the Union was a blessing, and we desired | 
to preserve it; but what care we for names? What 
has that to do with the matter? I care not 
whether you call yourselves Whigs, Democrats, 


publicans, the question with me is, what are the 


administer this Government? When, then, we 
ask thata man whom we regard as dangerous, 





the northern States of his own party are in direct 
conflict, so that, according to the statement of the 


| Senator from Ohio, they would vote for a Repub- 


| that man for us 





lican rather than have him—when you propose | 


Mr. PUGH. 
the party. 
Me. WIGFALL. Well, then, the entire Ad- 

ministration wing. 


Mr. PUGH. I said the office-holders. There 


1 did not say a large number of | 


are not many of them. 


too closely follow the opinions of their constitu- 


Mr. WIGFALL. I say, sir, I judge of facts | 
as I see them, and I take Representatives to be in | 
fact what they are in name; and when I go toany | 
State Legislature and I find a large majority of | 
that Legislature Whigs, I say the people of that | 
State are Whigs. When Igo into the Federal 
Legislature and find a large number of Repre- 
sentatives belonging to a particular creed, I infer 
that their constituents entertain the same. The 
difficulty is, in this country, that Representatives 


ents. They are too frequently mere popularity 
hunters and seekers. They do not always dis- 
charge their duties conscientiously. They do 
not take the responsibility of acting according to 
duty, and going to their constituents and explain- 


ing it. That is the difficulty. When, then, I see || 


in this Senate itself every Democratic Senator, 
except the.Senator from Ohio and the Senator 
from Illinois, entertaining a certain set of views, 
I judge, at least, that there are some few more 
than the office-holders in the northern States who | 
entertain the same opinions. 

But there is another matter. Peace is what the | 
Senator wants—conciliation and harmony. There | 


| 
| 
| 


| was a proposition at Charleston which it was | 


| supposed we could unite upon. 


After using | 
every effort which could be used to prevent the | 


ae the seceding States, as they are | 
called, from going back to Baltimore, the Senator | 
| from Ohio yesterday volunteered the opinion that 4 





| their seats were vacant, and pledged himself to 


vote against their being allowed to come back, | 
though he should have to remain in that conven- 
tion and vote until the 4th day of March, 1861. 
Now, if these delegates choose to go back and 
choose to enter that convention again, and an- 
other proposition is made, and they shall har- 
monize, what harm is done? No, sir, harmony 
and peace are not what they want, but discord and 
strife—to rule or ruin; that is the game they play, 
and the only hand that they will deal to us. 
Further than this, the Senator from Ohio and 
the Senator from Illinois, fearing that there may 
be some reconciliation in the party; some union 


| and harmony hereafter established, choose to vol- 


unteer the opinion that the Tennessee Opes 
as it is called, even if it shall be acceptable to us, 
is a cheat, and tell us in advance that they will 
put a different construction on it from what we 
do. Whiy volunteer this? If we choose to be 
cheated, why not let us be? It is too plain, sir. 


self in antagonism to principles which we be- || There is a fixed and settled determination on the 
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part of that faction of the Democratic party that 
a particular man shall be nominated; hea a par- 


| ticular platform shall be adopted, or so gee be 


disrupted, though the Union itself shall fall amid 


|| the ruins. That is their settled purpose. 


After Judge Dovexas’s election to the Senate 
why did he write the Harper article? He wag 
elected. Who was persecuting him? It is a great 
misfortune that he acted upon Dogberry’s advice 
to neighbor Seacoal. Said Dogberry to neigh. 
bor Seacoal, ‘‘ for your favor, sir, why give God 
thanks, and make no boast of it; and for your 
writing and reading, let that appear when there 
is no need of such vanity;’’ and it was precisely 
when there was no need of such vanity that the 
distinguished Senator from Illinois became a 
pany hleteer, and wrote that unhappy article. It 
1as had an unhappy effect upon the party, anda 
more unhappy effect on him. If he was ambi- 
tious, it were a grievous fault, and grievously 
has Cesar answered it, for Dove.as “is in his 
grave;’’ and, I regret to say, that, ‘‘after life’s 
fitful fever,’’ he does not ‘*sleep well.” 

But this is not all. After all the disturbances 
which he had created in the camp, fifteen month 
ago precisely, this day, on the day of Febru- 
ary, 1859, not having the fear of God before his 
eyes, but being moved and seduced, I fear, by the 
instigations of the Devil, or some other bitter op- 
ponent of the Democratic party, [laughter,] he 
chose to agree with the Senator from Mississippi, 
{[Mr. Brown,] ngither hereafter to cheat nor be 
cheated. ‘* Ah, that were a grievous fault.” 
Why, when Mr. Brown made that unfortunate 
speech, which was upon no question that was 
before the Senate, did the Senator from Illinois, 
being the head of the Democratic party of course, 
being the embodiment of the party, being Democ- 
racy distilled, the very extract and quintessence— 
why did he not then say to Mr. Brown, * You 
are making an impracticable issue here. We have 
agreed to Teave this thing to the Supreme Court. 
The Charleston convention alone has a right to 
decide matters of this sort; these are abstractions 
with which the Senate has nothing todo. We 
have got the Republican party to fight. It is our 
destiny to save the Union. ‘The party to which 
we belong is the only one that can. Let us have 
no division; about this matter, which is an ab- 
straction, we have agreed to disagree.’”? Why 
did he not say that? Sir Lucius O’Trigger was 
never readier, never more eager for a chance for 
a fight than he. The moment it was proposed, 
he jumped at it. What did Judge Dovetas say? 

** At least, [ hope my friend from Mississippi had no al- 
Jusion to this letter [meaning Mr. Buchanan’s letter of ac- 
ceptance} when he said that in the next contest he did not 
desire to cheat nor be cheated.” 

Very kind, very complimentary, very Demo- 
cratic to the President of the party of which he 
was a member! 

“Tam glad that the Senator from Mississippi’’— 


No regrets— 

**T am glad that the Senator from Misgissippi means to 
have a clear, unequivocal, specific statement of our prin- 
ciples, so that there shall be no cheating on either side.” 


‘And now, forsooth, we are told that these are 
abstractions, and that we ought not to discuss 
them! ~ a 

4¢] intend to use language which can be repeated in Chi- 
cago as well as in New Orleans, in Charleston the same as 
in Boston. We live under a common Constitution. No 
political creed is sound or safe which cannot be proclaimed 
in the same sense wherever the American flag waves over 
American soil. If the North and the South cannot come 
to a common ground on the slavery question, the sooner 
we know itthe better.” * a * * a * 

‘And if we cannotstand tegether upon that principle, 
there is no use of any angry excitement; no use of any vi0 
lent controversy ; no necessity for crimination or recriil- 
nation. The Senator from Mississippi has stated his posi- 
tion clearly, and in a spirit of kindness. [ trust that I have 
met him with equal kindness and frankness.”’ 


When the Senator from Mississippi states this 
question of neither cheating nor being cheated; 
when he states the distinct, naked, unadorned 
proposition, thatthisGovernment is bound to pro- 
tect property in the Territories, and wherever the 
flag floats or the jurisdiction extends, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois ks him, and says it is done 
in a spirit of kindness and frankness; but when 
William Lowndes Yancey ,sent under instructions 
from- his own State to a Democratic convention, 
that has a right to settle the platform, proposes 
to settle the same thing, he is called a fire-eater, 
a nullifier, a disunionist, a factionist, and names 
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4 that 1 cannot remember, and desire-not to repeat. || men, with twenty-three aaa to _ = of indict- || than another, it is treason; and a citizen who takes 
: . bs : . . || ment against a poor, miserable wretch for having two || uy arms avai is own co cnt : ‘ 
>  Heisdenounced. According tothe old Jewish cer- || Vives? [Cheers tnd laughter.] Would you rely upon twelve || * _— against his : wn . — is in an ittfin 
bs emonial, he 1s made the scape-goat that is tocarry || petit jurors, with twelve wives each, to convict the same || ly Worse position than the alien, who is an en- 
| Ls off the sins of the Senator from nee and H loathsome wretch for having two wives? (Continued ap- || emy to a country of which he is not a part, and to 
. the Senator from Illinois, and all others who have | plone. Mi Ww = you peta Gand par composed of |) which he owes no allegiance. Immediately after 
’ Racial 4 : sme twenty-three anites,’ to find a bill of indictinent against | on _ mo ; shi Sones . 
made this issue, and have roduced the dissatis | aheother * Dende,’ fer heving murdered © Gentilo—es they || > resolutions W hich I have just read, 
; faction, and dissension, and the distraction that |) aii all American citizens—under their direction? Much udge YOUGLAS, In his report from the Committee 
} ow existin the party. Is there fairness in this? || less would you expect a jury, composed of twelve ‘de- |) on ‘Territories in 1856, goes on to say: 
n party . ae Saar Cn y 
: Is there honesty in it? } ene — ee : = oe ne gun no | Your committee have deemed it important to give this 
t I dislike very much to read from documents, || an aes man ioae of colin the tise efa Gantt . "No || outline of the * consitution and ritual of the grand encamp- 
os . ; aw || sec 9 ¢ : eee ee ‘ey. |} ent and regiments of the Kansas le » as consti 
t and itis not my habit; but in order that I may || If there is any truth in the reports we receive from Utah, || oe ee eee ee a eh a, alee 
. not be charged with exaggerating, I will read more || Congress may pass what laws it chooses, but you can never | ence to which the public demonstrations have been made 
p from what the Senator said in the debates of Feb- || Tely — — tribunals and juries yeu crimes || to subvert the authority of the territorial government es 
; ruary 23, 1859. I never speak from notes, and || committe vy } lormons in that Ferritory. Some othe rand | tablished by Congress, by setting up a State government, 
a ore ki \ oe | habi more effectual remedy must be devised and applied. {fn |) either with or without the assent of Congress, as circum. 
, ex tempore speaking has been so much my habit || my opinion, the first step should be the absolute and un- |! ances would determine. The indorsement of this mili- 
that 1 feel embarrassed by it, and I feel that [ || conditional repeal of the organic act, blotting the territorial || tary organization, and the recommendation by the Big 
3 never do jusuce to myself and the subject when || as ee eae die eteamade eat || Springs convention tor ‘ the procurement and preparation 
‘ “t is neress i . || ans en ewes een ir allegiance, and |) of arms,’ accompanied with the distinct declaration th 
: I resort to it. But it is necessary that this sub- || gerying the authority of the United States. {Immense ap- || We < will resist egoaeap engaecenes oe an << omeee 1 = 
- “ts ay . ge : ss j : a 5 a i 40- 
ject should be understood; and I propose to-day || piause.} || gislature] to a Pioody issue, as soon as We ascertain that 
3 tw explain, or, at least, to give my understand- ||“ The territorial government once abolished, the country || peacea*ie remedies shall tail, and forcible resistance shall 
, 


ing. On that very day, and before Judge Dove- 
Las spoke, my friend on my left, the Senator from 
Oregon |Mr. Lane] attempted to prevent the de- 


would revert to its primitive condition, prior to the act of 


1850, ‘ under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction of the Uni- | 
ted States,’ and should be placed under the operation of | 


the act of Congress of the 30th of April, 1790, and the va- 


turnish any reasonable prospeet of success,’ would seem 
to admit of no other interpretation than that, in the event 


| that the courts of justice shall sustain the validity of those 


FR ; : : : laws, and Congress shall retuse to admit Kansas as a State 
> S bate, but it was persisted in, and they went on. rious acts supplemental thereto and amendatory thereof, | 























| with the constitution to be formed at Topeka, they willset 
e | Mr. Brown, ina speech on the same occasion | ‘providing for the punishment of crimes against the United || yy an independent government in utenes ot oe Federal 
y ee 4 tefere She. Thank k “a thie ° | States, within any fort, arsenal, dock-yard, magazine, Or || authority. 
= and belore wir. MOUGLAS Spoke, use us €M>- || any other place or district of country under the sole and ex- || “Tye same purpose is clearly indicated by the other pro- 
e a phatic language: } clusive jurisdiction of the United States.’ All offenses || ceedings of this convention, in Which it is declared that 
. 3 “} want, in the next presidential eleetion, that we shal] || 28inst the provisions of these acts are required by law to || we with scorn repudiate the election taw,’ so called, and 
sy 3 know where we are, what we are, and where we stand. I || ee tried and punished by the t nited States courts in the | they nominate Governor Reeder for Congress, to be voted 
. 2 would rather see the Democratic party sunk, never to be || States or Ferritories where the offenders shall be first ap- || for on a different day trom that authorized by law, at an 
- resurrected, than to see it successtul only that one portion || Pr hended or brought for trial. ; | election to be held by judges and clerks not appointed in 
: of it might practice a fraud on another. If we agree, then | “Hence the necessity for repealing the organic act, with- || pursuance of any legal authority, and not to be sworn by 
» let us stand togetierlike honest men. If we disagree, then | draw ing the pledge of admission, and placing it under the || any person authorized by law to administer oaths ; and the 
u let us separate like honest men.’’—Congressional Globe, || S°!e and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, in || returns to be made, and result proclaimed, and certificate 
e Thirty- Fifth Congress, second session, p. 1244. order that persons and property may be protected, and jus- |) granted, in a mode and by persons not permitted to perform 
: i abiael thi a but I h ; tice administered and crimes punished, under the laws pre- || these acts by any law, in or out of the ‘Territory 
¢ o ° 1 aaee ’ vey ate _ % . . . wv? 
t. Fe. — ee ye ea ms t a scribed by Congress in such cases. “In accepting the nomination, Governor Reeder ad- 
; bere . RUNES oe. ae | Here is the Utah act, which was one of the ori- || dressed the convention as follows ; and, among other 
18 _ time. If there was a time for protest, then was || |: | eemitiees Selly ih sotvenh talbenel .. || things, said : 
re | the time. If there was a time for objection, that || oe ee ae h = ho aL act OMOWINE pre- ‘** He urged the free-State men of Kansas to forget ail 
i . ta : : 7 ’ . cedent, but one of the original compromise acts. || minor issues, and pursue determinedly the one great object, 
h ee ee I ae The Utah bill passed in 1850, that he was going | never swerving, but steadily pressing on, as did the wise 
one; J s was . . . Ape. r sd thes mi i : 
2 [that the issue had been tendered. He accepted it; || © itervene to repeal, in order that crimes might | tyr tres encouragement. He counseled that peacetul Re: 
é a : sred, > @ 2 : 2 it a : : sealed . s } sh ene gement. Be sele sace »~ 
b- he went to the country upon it; he wrote the Har- || be punished, and that ee might be protected || sistance be made to the tyrannical and unjust laws of the 
y \ per article upon and he and his friends went to || by the laws prescribed by Congress. Is this inter- spurious Legislature ; that appeals to the courts, to the 
; oa : . | vention? Oh, no, says Judge Dovetas, that is || ballot-box, and to Congress, bu made for relief from this 
As Charleston upon 1b; and, unless he is misrepre- || not intervention: this is re saaline an act because || oppressive load ; that violence shall be deprecated as long as 
or sented in the paper from which I read, they now || es dis. ali ee ae " U h ite MSS, || a single hope of peaceable redress remaiued ; but if, at last, 
d, 4 say they will take him or nobody. It is “ the |j there are auen enemies in ¢ lan, there are’ || all these should tail—if, in the proper tribunals, there is no 
5 whole of Oregon or none: 54° 40’ fieht:”’ i What sort of people are in Kansas? I will put || hope for our dearest rights, outraged and profaned—if we 
é 7 nal 5 none; of or ng its | the judge the st ] d let him: yerand || are still to suffer, that corrupt men may reap harvests 
nl “Srepuen A. Dovetas or the disruption of the || 2° JUeze Upon the sland, and tet tim answer and |! watered b tears—then tl i shance for 
1c Democratic party, let the édneaaiaaanien ba what | say if they are alien enemies. He reports that, | Seatlens Sethanaantind in the csaneh Gume.tt. tinal, 
ot they may.”? In this very speech, Mr. Dovatas || *t Big Springs, in Kansas, there was,a meeting, || redress for every wrong; and there remains to us still the 
uses—and I believe for the fi st an a a * |) at which, he says, these two resolutions were || steady eye and the strong arm, and we must conquer or 
0- “ Ee MedE Tk aki, || adopted. I read from his report made to the || mingle the bodies of the oppressors with those of the op- 
| slave code.” That is another charge that I bring || Senate in 1856: || pressed upon the soil which the Declaration of Independ- 
lhe against him and his friends, that they have per- |, nate in L506: || ence no longer protects, But he was not at all apprelien- 
verted ov *8ioNS: ave di tte . ie “ Resolved, That we owe no allegiance or obedience to || sive that sucha crisis would ever arrive. Ile believed that 
tion: the . ae ey et cee ane pee '| the tyrannical enactinents of this spurious Legislature ; that || justice might be found far short of so dreadful an extremity, 
>» they have attempted to place us in a false || theirlaws have no validity or binding force upon the people || and even should an appeal to arms come, it was his opin- 
attitude for the purpose of exciting northern preju- || of Kansas, and that every freeman among us is at full lib- || lon that if we are well prepared, that moment the victory 
te dice and northern passion against those whom 1 erty, consistently with his obligations as a citizen and a | is won.’” 
ie they cail ** brethren,” in commemoration, I sup- wan, to dely and resist them it an cheese so to do. ll "Thensthese neonle in Kansas, before they had 
a ose, of the very kind relati eee | ** Resolved, That we will endure and submit to these laws | ’ P 4 _! : 

P ant i y yr ete pet eee existed be- || no jonger than the best interests of the Territory require, || any Wrongs to redress, organized a military se- 
re tween vallian Abel. Aslavecode! Who, sir, has as the least of two cvils, and will resist them to a bloody || cret organization, They metin convention. They 
38 asked for a slave code? Who has demanded it? || issue as soon as we ascertain that peaceable remedies shall || declared publicly their determination to resist the 

A single S t his fl de a ¥ fail, and forcible resistance shall furnish any reasonable || -_? y : .» ; 

single Senator on this floor demanded it, then . 1] | sof the United States. Judge Dove 
and Jude Tibeeras ret d hi tanks hi _° prospect of success ; and that in the mean time we recom- || 2Uthorities of the nited States. Judge DOUGLAS 
- In tl S . urne@ him thanks for it. |! mend to our friends throughout the Territory the organiza- || himself gives this evidence. He says that they 
i” a 1e ie a pti he attem pted to taunt || tion and eee of eaeemeae companies, and the pro- || are outlaws, they are enemies; not alien enemies, 
i - provo 7. e mete aoe N issouri {Mr. | curement and preparation of aris. || but traitors to the country, with arms in their 
ver a ant Teams: avecode. He insisted Judge Dovenas says that the organization | hands; yet, if they shall destroy property, he is 
, xe . 70 » e e ° ° | ‘ . 
i a ee ath it. He ot we wanted it; that || alluded to in these resolutions is one that was | not willing that the Federal Government shall in- 
er : ‘ > 2 . er : 
q Se a ee naan a bill entered into on the 8th of February, 1855. The || tervene! ® 
le, 2 iheued eal 7 CON, di all our disclaimers, | election for members of the Kansas Legislature || We ask no slave code for the reasons he gives 
ae . . ° 5 c j 7 . 
io z ant et aT .. brass and tinkling |!"Gid not take place until the 30th of March there- || as to Utah. We ask no code of laws. We do 
= & a I 8 cee he ; say to Judge Doue- after; so that this military organization, for the not say that we shall ever ask that a territorial 
Wve e slave cod tach I ee cor eeer er acren the || purpose of resisting the authorities of the United || act shall be repealed; we do not ot that we shall 
: will sate ak oe oe of Ore ave code; and I States, was entered into before any wrong had || ever ask that they shall be put under the author- 
> nt 7 5 a: ; Sales 
his § the slave monly he I Seni a ‘ee Senate, what || been done, on the 8th of February, 1855, and these || ity of the United States under the law of 1790. 
‘i P ches eich 18 that nana the ve code that |! men met to adopt a State constitution, to organize || We have not said anything, except that, if an 
Uy . . - ° | : ae . 
4 [i which fun se ae » illies ate; - the on code || » government, and indorse and adopt the action || emergency shallarise, when life, liberty, and prop- 
as of unwillin amon In his’ febe ated So Js now || of the 8th of February, 1855, which military or- || erty, in any Territory of the United States, shall 
Re apeech 3S a 12th d n Jun e sast a eld ganization was entered into for the purpose of 1] not be protected, it 1s not only the right, but the 
a P Seale : ay aa y —and I read resisting the authorities of the United States be- I duty of this Government to intervene and farnish 
wal Sevense ned thin ae ore alluded to—Judge |! fore an election ever had taken place. There were || adequate protection. That is all we have said; 
i. shall give ied the full’beree — of Utah—I || then no statutes passed in Kansas. Their rights || and because we have said that, he charges that 
- tides ull beneht o explana- had not been infringed; but voluntarily, and of || we are in favor of a slave code, and wishes to go 
7, “ Suppose, I repent, thas C ae me their own accord, they met there to disorganize, | into the next canvass upon that impracticable and 
sn ’ ongress ould pass - ; : il ¢ : °¢ , i ‘ nce ar- 
ses scribing a criminal code, and punishing polygamy, cm and to resist by force of arms the authorities of | false issue; and yet he is all for peace and har 


os, A other vffeuses, what effect would it have—what good the country. Were they in a better condition 
as ould it do? Would you cali on twenty-three grand jury- || than alien enemies? If there is a crime higher 
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|mony! These people in Kansas, who he said 
were traitorsand outlaws, have now become ‘*mar- 


Eres 





i 
' 
} 


a Pedersen 





2204 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





May 23, 





velous proper men.”’ Kansas herself, from being | support Dovetas, he is to be immolated. Let 
|| me read an extract from Mr. Stephens’s speech, 
| 


an outlaw, is now almost 
“* Morality’s priin personification, 
Pertect past all parallel 
Of any female saint’s comparison.” 


**Tn virtues nothing earthly can surpass her, 
Save thine, incomparable oil, Macassar.’’ 


Why this change? Who has been moving the 
screws in the spectacles? Why this change of 
vision? This time he was in full faith and fel- 
lowship with the party; and the South was sus- 
taining him for the nomination for President. He 
did not pret it. 

I say no man that I know of, saving and ex- 
cepting one Senator, has proposed what is called 
aslave code. It is a misnomer. 
that it has been the sentiment, expressed on this 
floor by every Senator who has spoken, that we 
do not desire it, for many reasons. One is suf- 
ficient, and that is, that it would be utterly im- 
practicable, and not afford the relief which we 
desire. But Jadge Doveras uses this sort of ex- 
pression constantly, that he will not force slavery 
on an unwiiling people. Who wishes to force it 
on them? Suppose this Congress were to pass 
what is called awlave code, and that it al en- 
force it there, what would it be? It would bea 
law which would authorize every man to own 
property in man if he desired; and it would force 
nobody to buy negroes who did not want them. 
It would not force any of those gentlemen in Kan- 
sas of tender consciences either to purchase, or to 
receive by gift, devise, or descent, slave eee 
Only those who wanted it could have it. If the 


= \ 
I say, further, 


climate or the soil is not adapted to slavery, those | 


who made the experiment in the course of a few 
years would find that they were paying too much 
for the whistle, and would leave the ‘Territory in 
peace and quiet, and go somewhere else, where 
slave property was profitable. Why, sir, you say 
we want to force slavery on them because we sim- 
ply want to protect men who own property, and 
give them an opportunity of tesung fairly the ques- 
tionasto whether Mr. Walker’s** isothermal line”’ 


will exclude it or will not; and because we wish to | 
give a fairexperiment, and letthe people, after they | 


try it for a few years, determine for themselves 
whether, when they come to form a State consti- 
tution, they will adopt the institution of slavery 
or not—because we desire this, you say we want 
to force slavery on them! 

Suppose that any one of those Territorial Le- 
gislatures were to pass laws prohibiting any man 
from voting, or from owning property, or from 
forming the relation of marriageand bastardizing 
the children born under such marriage, not pro- 
vided for in their laws, who was nota Protestant; 
if Congress were to interpose and repeal any such 
law, and establish hberty of conscience and the 
freedom of religion, | suppose thatJudge DovG as 
and ** his following’? would cry out that we were 
attempting to establish Catholicism, and they 
wud call an act of that sort an attempt to es- 
tablish Catholicism, and appeal to the prejudices 
of New England puritanism to break down a 
party who were willing to stand by religious lib- 
erty. We have asked no more than that prop- 
erty of every sort should be protected wherever 
the Government has jurisdiction. We could do 
the same as to religion, if they were to interfere 
with it. ‘That is the whole sum and substance of 
our position—the arguments we have used; and 
it isa fair statement of the injustice which is at- 
tempted to be done by these pretended friends 
who have disorgayized and distracted the party 
and are attempung to destroy it. There is no 
desire on our part to force slavery on any people. 
Judge DovuGias writes lettersand makes speeches 
against reopening the slave trade. One would 
suppose that it was seriously ponent Mr. 
Stephens, at present, is his pet. | 
nounces Mr. Yancey as a slave-trader. 
stands Mr. Stephens on this question? Could 
any argument be more cunningly devised to at- 
tract the southern mind to this question, and make 
it an issue, than the speech of Mr. Stephens de- 
livered in Georgia last summer? Is he denounced 
by Mr. Doveras? No; there is now but one po- 
litical Democratic heresy—anti-Douglasism. Mr. 
Brown may urge a slave code,and Mr. Stephens 
ma 


ing under the instructions of his State, will not 


insinuate the necessity of the slave trade, | 
and it is all well—very well; but, if Yancey, act- | 


is organ de- 
How | 


| 


| 
i 


delivered on the 2d July last: 


1} 
|| On this point of extension, however, fellow-citizens, I 
|) deem it my duty to repeat what [I said in 1850, when we 
|| had just come out of the great struggle over the territorial 
tension and expansion we may have secured in the settle- 
}, ment of that policy, you may not expect tosee many of the 
Territories come into the Union as slave States, unless we 
have an increase of African stock. ‘The law of population 
will prevent. We have not the people. Boundaries by 
rivers or mountains do not make States. [It takes people to 
make States; and it requires peuple of the African race to 
make slave States. This requires no argument; and I very 


policy of the Government—whatever abstract rights of ex- | 


| 


much question whether, with our preseutstock of that pop- | 


ulation, we can turnish the requisite number to secure 
more than the four States to come out of ‘Texas in the pres- 
ent Territories of the Union. ‘To look for, or expect many 
more, is to look in vain, without a foreign supply. ‘This 
question the people of the South should examine in its 
length and breadth. It is one deserving consideration of 
the gravest character. It deeply concerns our internal in- 
terests and domestic policy, as well as the growth and ex- 
tension of our institutions. It should not be acted on or 
decided hastily or rashly, but calmly and deliberately. 1 
only present it to you for such consideration; and espe- 





cially with the view of impressing you with this great truth || 
beforehand, that if there are but few more slave States ad- | 


mitted into the Union, it will not necessarily be In conse- 
quence of Abolitionism, or Wilmot provisoism, but for the 
want of the right sort of population to settle and colonize 
them with. It is useless to wage war on those who inay 
withhold congressional legislation to protect slave property 
in the ‘Territories, or to quarrel amongst Gurselves, and ac- 
cuse each other of unsoundness on that question, unless we 


get more Africans to send there to be protected. [ give you | 


no Opinion upon the subject except this: that, without an 
increase of African slaves from abroad, you may not expect 
or look for many more slave States. If the policy of this 
country, settled in its early history, of prohibiting further 
im portations or immigrations of this class of population is 
to be adhered to, the race of competition between us and 


our brethren of the North, in the colonization of new States, | 
which heretofore has been so well maintained by us, will | 


soon have to be abandoned.’’ 


But it is said by Judge Dovetas that this is a 
judicial question. 1 regret that he is not here. | 
should like to know what he calls a judicial ques- 
tion. Cant phrases get currency, and people use 
them without any definite meaning. There is no 
coming to any understanding, unless you define 
the termsthat youuse. What is a judicial ques- 
tion? I do notknow really what they mean. Was 


preme Court of the United States, and yet Judge 
Dove.as voted for repealing the Missouri restric- 
tion. A judicial question! ‘That was a judicial 
question if there was one; that is, if every ques- 


tuuon which can get into a court of law: be de- || : ; 
»wh § : rtof law and be de || establishment of the boundary line between the American 


cided by a court is a judicial question. How is 
it that the Kansas question is any more a judicial 
question than the Missouri restriction? Was the 


the Missouri restriction a judicial question? It is | 
a question that has been decided upon by the Su- || 


bank of the United States a judicial question? The | 


Supreme Court of the United States decided it. 
How then is this a judicial question, and there- 
fore so sacred that it is not to be touched with 
the sacrilegious hands of the Federal Legislature? 
| Why, sir, there is a great deal of what Lord Den- 
man calls ** law taken for granted,’’ and there is 
a good deal more than that taken for granted. 
‘These cant phrases that men use without any 
meaning are among them. 
Democratic party that no political question can 
be a judicial one; that the Supreme Court was 
never organized for the purpose of settling the po- 
litical powers of the Government, but for settling 
simply questions of mewm and tuum between in- 
dividuals, persons subject to the process of the 
court, against whom judgments can be entered and 
execution issued. ‘lhese are judicial questions. 
This is the extent of the power of the Supreme 
Court, and it has no political power, and its decis- 
ion is not worth the paper that it is written upon, 
so far as concerns settling the constitutionality of 
any act of Congress, or of any act of a Legislature, 
or of any other thing that is done by the political 


of the Democratic party. 


| was put upon the bench, in the celebrated Jona- 
than Robins case—Nash, alias Robins. When 
it came up for discussion in the Congress of the 
United States, upon resolutions of Edward Liv- 
| ingston, whilst General Marshall, afterwards 
_ Judge Marshall, was a member of Congress, he 
used this language: 
| But it bag been contended that, although Thomas Nash 
| ought to have been delivered up to the British Minister on 


| the requisition made by him in the name of his Govern- 


ment, yet the interference of the President was improper. 


It isadoctrine of the | 


authority of theGovernment. Thatis the doctrine | 
It was a doctrine that | 
|| wasadvocated by Chief Justice Marshall before he 





| certain. 


| Was the duty of each department to resist the encro 


“This, Mr. Marshall said, led to his second Proposition 
which was: , 

That the case was a case for executive, and not judi 
cial decision. He admitted implicitly the division of pow. 
ers stated by the gentleman trom New Fork, and that it 
ments of the others. ‘as 

“This being established, the inquiry was, to what de 
partment was the power in question allotted ? : 

**'The gentleman trom New York had relied on the seo. 
ond section of the third article of the Constitution, which 
enumerates the cases to which the judicial power of the 
United States extends, as expressly including that now 
under consideration. Before he examined that section it 
would not be improper to notice a very material misstate. 
ment of it made in the resolutions offered by the gentleman 
from New York. By the Constitution, the judicial power 
of the United States is extended to all cases in law and equity 
arising under the Constitution, laws, and treaties o1 th) 
United States; but te resolutions declare the judicia 


| power to extend to all questions arising under the Cons; 


tution, treaties, and laws of the United States. The ditfe; 
ence between the Constitution and the resolutions was 
material and apparent. A case in law or equity was a tery) 
well understood, and of limited signification. [twas acon 
troversy between parties which had taken a shape for jy 
dicial decision. If the judicial power extended to every 
question under the Constitution, it would involve aimosg 
every subject proper tor legislative discussion and decision ; 
if to every question under the laws and treaties of the Unj- 
ted States, it would involve almost every subject on which 
the Executive could act. The division of power which the 
gentleman had stated could exist no longer, and the other 
departinents would be swallowed up by the judiciary. Buz 
it Was apparent that the resolutions had essentially mis- 
represeuted the Constitution. He did not charge the gep- 
tleman from New York with intentional misrepresentation ; 
he would not attribute to him such an artifice in any case, 
much less ina case where detection Was so easy and so 
Yet this substantial departure from the Constitu- 
tion, in resolutions affecting substantially to unite it, was 


| not less worthy of remark for being unintentional. Ut man- 


| ifested the course of reasoning by which the gentleman had 


himsell been misled, and his judgment betrayed into the 
opinions those resolutions expressed. 

* By extending the judicial power to all cases in law and 
equity, the Constitution had never been understood to con- 
fer on that department any political power whatever. ‘To 
come Within this description, a question must assnine a 
legal form for forensic litigation and judicial decision. 
There must be parties to come into court, who can be 
reached by its process and bound by its power; whose 
rights admit of ultimate decision by a tribunal to which 
they are bound to submit. 

* A case in law or equity proper for judicial decision may 
arise under a treaty, where the rights of indjyiduals acquired 
or secured by a treaty are to be asserted or defended in court. 


| As under the fourth or sixth article of the treaty of peace 


with Great Britain, or under those articles of our late 
treaties with France, Prussia, and other nations, which 


| secure tothe subjects of those nations their property within 


the United States; or, as would be an article which, in- 
stead of stipulating to deliver wp an offender, should stip- 
wate his punishment, provided the gase was punishable by 
the laws and in the courts of the United Stutes. But the 


| Judicial power cannot extend to political compacts, as, the 


and British dominions ; the case of the late guarantee in our 
treaty with France; or the case of the delivery of a mur 


|; derer under the twenty-seventh article of our present treaty 





with Britain.’ 


Here, then, where a treaty provides for the de- 
livery up of fugitives from justice, Judge Mar- 


| shali—then General Marshall—a member of Con- 


gress, in a most elaborately-considered speech on 
that question—a most able one, as everything 
from him was—distinetly and expressly drew 
the distinction between judicial power and poliu- 
cal power; and he says that, as to a treaty of that 
sort, it was a matter within the bosom of the 
President himself, with which the courts had 
nothing to do; and that the President is not to be 
bound or governed by the decisions of the courts, 
and the treatics have the same binding effect as 
the Constitution itself. What was the position 
of General Jackson? I am not in the habit of 
quoting the fathers for authority, except where 
there is some reason in them; but it is known 
that the Senator from Ilinois assumes that this is, 
per se, a judicial question. Now, was the United 
States bank, per se, a judicial question? The Su- 
preme Court of the United States decided, after 
elaborate argumentand careful consideration, that 
the bank of the United States was one of the 
departments of the Government, a part of the 
machinery of the Government, that it was consu- 
tutional; yet General Jackson vetoed it, and he 
used this language: 

“Tt is maintained by the advocates of the bank, that its 
constitutionality, in all its features, ought to be considered 
as settled by precedent, and by the decision of the Supreme 
Court. ‘To this conclusion | cannot assent. Mere prece- 
dent is a dangerous source of authority, and should not be 
regarded as deciding questions of constitutional power, ¢X- 
cept where the acquiescence of the people and the States 
can be considered as well settled.” * » 7 — 

* if the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the whole 
ground of tiis act, it ought not to control the co rdinate 
authorities of thisGoverument. The Congress, the exec- 


utive, and the court, must each for itself be guided by its 


wt 


Pw 


eam i dat ka ORR ee. 


1861 


own Op 
takes at 
will say 
rood bi 
Keprest 
cide Up 
which | 
itis onl 
them 
po mor 
eress Wi 
is inde’ 
Court ny 
gress or 
pacities 
weir re 


Wh 
form ( 
at Ba 
cinnal 
by th 
to adc 
read t 

“Bu 
garded 
resorl; 
tion by 
eally t 
solemit 

- ay 
may bi 
the Ce 
the ju 
the ju 
partie: 
parti 
tore tl 
with t 
ewer | 
Assen 
whiel 
tual a 
the pi 
) we 
cuted 

parti 
beyot 
thatt 
j lige 
miust 
well 
ecuul 

ry f 
depa 
ot th 
miust 
thori 
in re 
conn] 
depa 
pou 
auth 
paru 
lores 
edy ; 
pres 


T 
plat 
ocr 
rep 
Mr. 
judi 
a ju 
for 
wh 
The 
Uni 
the 
tob 
bre 
wit 
uuor 
nol 
ma 
gul 
of 
wa 
the 
in 
tos 
be 
Sti 
un 
an 
un 
th 

pr 
ha 
se 
St 
If 
Ch 
re 


dr 








+ 


red 
me 
ce- 

be 
ex- 
tes 


ole 
ate 
ec- 


i NI AS ae eects AL lab Oe. 


Polina 





1860 











own opinion of the Constitution. Each public officer who 
takes av oath to support the Constitution, swears that he 
will support it as he understands it, and not as it is under- 
wood by others. It is as much the duty of the House of 


iepresentatives, ot the Senate, aud of the President, to de- | 


cide upon the constitutionality of any bill or resolution 
which may be presented them for passage or approval, as 
itis ol the supreme judges when it may be brought betore 
them for judicial decision. The opinion of the judges has 


no more authority over Congress than the opinion of Con- | 


gress las over the judges ; and, on that point, the President 
is independent of both. The authority of the Supreme 


Court must not, theretore, be permitted to control the Con- | 


gress or the Executive, when acting in their legislative ca- 
pacities; but to have only such influence as the force of 
weir reas®ing may deserve.”? 


What says, then, our own platform—the plat- 


form of the Democratic party, solemnly adopted | 


at Baltimore in 1852, and again adopted at Cin- 
cinnati in 1856, and, | trust, again to be adopted 
by the Democratic panty whenever it shall meet 
to adopt a platform and makea nomination. I 
read this language from the platform: 

“ But it is objected that the judicial authority is to be re- 
garded a» the sole expositor of the Constitation, in the last 
resort; and it may be asked tor what reason the declara- 
tion by the General Assembly, supposing it to be theoreti- 
cally true, could be required at the present day, and in so 
solemn a manner, 


* On this objection it might be observed: first, that there | 
may be instances of usurped power, which the forms of | 


the Constitution would never draw within the control of 
the judicial department; secondly, that if the decision of 
the judiciary be raised above the authority of the sovereign 
parties to the Constitution, the decisions of the other de- 
partments, not carried by We forms of the Constitution be- 
tore the judiciary, must be equally authoritative and final 
with the decisions of that department. But the proper an- 
ewer to the objection is, that the resolution of the General 
Assembly relates to those great and extraordinary cases in 
which all the tuorins of the Constitution may prove ineffee- 
tual against infractions dangerous to the essential rights of 
the parties to it. The resolution supposes that dangerous 
powers, not delegated, may not only be usurped and exe- 
cuted by the other departinents, but that the judicial de- 
parunent also may exercise or sanction dangerous powers 
beyond the grant of the Constitution; and consequently 
that the ultimate right of the parties to the Constitution to 
judge whether the compact has been dangerously violated, 
iuust extend to violations by one delegated authority as 
well as by another—by the judiciary as well as by the Ex- 
ecutive or the Legislature. 

* However true, therefore, it may be that the judicial 
departinent is,in ail questions submitted to it by the torms 
of the Constitution, to decide in the last resort, this resort 


st necessarily be deeme > fast i ‘latio 2au- || cip ’ "or ; . 
must necessarily be deemed the last in relation to the au- || sir, I may havea very disagreeable neighbor, or 


thorities of the other departinents of the Governinent; not 
in relation to the rights of the parties to the constitutional 


compact, frow which the judicial, as well as the other || 


departments, hold their delegated trusts. Onany other hy 
pothesis, the delegation of judicial power would annul the 
authority delegating it; and the concurrence of this de- 
parunent with the others in usurped powers might subvert 
forever, and beyond the possible reacii of any righttul rem- 


THE CONGRESSIO? 


But, as the case had never been decided by the || 


Supreme Court, and as southern gentlemen felt 
entirely confident of what that court, as lawyers, 
would say—backing their judgment, if l may be 
permitted to use the expression—they knew they 
were right; they knew they had the law; they 
knew they had the Constitution on their side; and, 
therefore, they chose an impartial arbiter—the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and agreed 
to be governed by the judgment; but they never 
agreed that they would wait until Tom, or Dick, 
or Harry should cither sue for personal liberty or 
bring an action of trover fora slave, They agreed 
that they would be governed by the opinionof the 
Supreme Court, on one side or the other; that 
they would yield when that opinion was given. 
That was the very gist of the agreement. ‘Those 
are trifling with us who pretend now to wait until 
a judicial question can & decided by the court 
with parties to the suit, and the issue 
the Legislature of a Territory. It is 
trifling, and it is nothing else. 

Now, sir, the Supreme Court have had a case 
before them, involving what issues? The power 
of Congress over slavery as a political institution, 
and as to slaves as property; the power of the 
Territorial Legislature, both as to establishing 
political institutions and as to its rights over 
slaves as property. They have decided it. The 
judges understand themselves to have decided it. 
The Attorney General understands it to be de- 
cided. Thy President of the United States under- 
stands it to be decided. As I said yesterday, 
every member on this side of the Chamber, saving 


an act of 
egregious 


| and excepting two, understand it to be decided; 


| call good faith! 


and yet they pertinaciously insist that it is not 
decided; and as the Senator from Louisiana yes- 
terday quoted, Judge Dovgras himself, in his 
great debate with Lincoln, declared that, even if it 
was decided, the inhabitants of a Territory sull 
had the right to prohibit slavery; and this you 
And the men who are guilty of 
this rise here and denounce us; and because we 
are getting ured of the association with them, they 
pretend to think that we are tired of the form of 


| government under which we are living. Why, 


{ may be boarding with a very disagreeable com- 
panion, and yet the fare may be good, the beds 
may be comfortable, the house well furnished. 


|| This isa most excellent Government; this is a 


edy, the very Constitution which all were instituted to | 


preserve,” 


That, sir, [ say, I read from the Democratic | 
platform, twice adopted and indorsed by the Dem- 


ocralic party. 


It is from the celebrated Virginia | 


report, made a part of our platform, and written by | 


Mr. Madison. Then when the Senator talks about | 


judicial questions, what does he mean? Whatis 
a judicial question? Lam tired of this “law taken 
for oma” A judicial question! 

when, where did it become so? We made it so. 
The southern States, devotedly attached to this 
Union, as they at all times have been, finding that 
there was growing up a conflict which promised 
to be irrepressible, determined, with their northern 
brethren, to go into another election for President 
withoutany clear distinct declaration on this ques- 
tion. It was a private understanding, that bound 
nobody but the individuals to it; but any gentle- 
man who entered into it and does not hold to it is 
guilty of bad faith, and nothing more can be said 
of him. The States were not bound; Congress 
was not bound; the Executive was not bound; 
the judicial department was not bound. We put 
in the Kansas-Nebraska bill a provision that, as 
toslave property and rights to liberty, there should 
be an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States; supposing that, if there was any hostile or 
unfriendly legislation, the case would be taken up, 
and there be decided; and we agreed to disagree 
until the court should so decide the question. If 
the court had decided the very question in issue 
previously to that, would any such clause as that 
have been putin? What would have been the 
sense of putting in any such clause as that if the 
Supreme Court had already decided the question ? 
If any State had been dissatisfied with that de- 
cision, she had her redress—to fall back on her 
reserved rights, and to submit or resist, or with- 
draw from the Union. . 


How, why, | 


| wearying the Senate. 


riost glorious Union; we love-it, and we intend to 
preserve it; but itis insisted by Judge DovaG.as 
that this is a judicial question, and that we are not 
only committed to it in the Kansas-Nebraska act, 
but that we are also committed to it in the plat- 
form. Let us see. Just upon that subject one 
word on what the platform says. 
much of it, for lam wearying myself, and, I fear, 
{**Go on.”’] One plank 
of the Cincinnati platform is this resolution: 

* Resolved, That claiming fellowship with, and desiring 
the co peration of all who regard the preservation of the 
Union under the Constitution as the paramount issuc, and 
repudiating all sectional parties and platiorms concerning 
domestic slavery which seek to imbroii the States, and in- 
cite to treason and armed resistance to law in the ‘Terri- 
tories; and whose avowed purposes, if consummated, 
must end in civil war and disunion ; the American Democ- 
racy recognize and adopt the principles contained in the 
Organic laws establishing the Territories of Kansas and 
Nebraska, as embodying the only sound and safe solution 
of the ‘slavery question,’ upon which the great national 
idea of the people of this whole country can repose in its 
determined couservatism of the Union—non-interference 
by Congress with sLavery in State and Territory, or in 
the District of Columbia.” 

There is the platform. There the Democratic 
party, at its great meeting, defines what it under- 
stands by the non-intervention spoken of and pro- 
vided for in the Kansas-Nebraska bill; and what 
is that? Non-interference with slavery in State, 
wi ¥ ‘ 
in Territory, or in THE District or Cotumsia. 


This is the doctrine of the Democratic party con- | 


tained in its platform, and Judge DovuGLas says 
we can pass no law in reference to the protection 
of sLave Property in any Territory, in any State, 
and, of course, in the District of Columbia. Is this 
not the clear conclusion; is not this the logical 
conclusion from his premises? The Democratic 


I willnotread | 


party says ‘‘non-interference is our doctrine; the | 
| construction we give to the Kansas-Nebraska bill 


is non-interference with slavery’’—mind you, not 
sluves, but sLaveny—*‘ in State or Territory, or the 
District of Columbia.”” Hence, says Judge Dove- 
LAs, you Cannot protect slaves in the Territories; 
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you cannotin the States. I want to know if you 
can in the District of Columbia. Does he dare, 
in this American Senate, to rise here and say that 
this American Congress has no right to legislate 
as to slaves, as property, in this District? Does he 
dare to say that the Democratic party is com- 
mitted to the monstrous proposition that this Fed- 
eral Government, that has * exclusive power of 
legislation’’ in the District of Columbia, cannot 
protect property within the limits of the District? 
Tht platforny’ says the doctrine of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill is NON-INTERFERENCE with s1a- 
VERY in State, Territory, and District of Colum- 
bia. If he denies itas to two, he must as to the 
third. I take it as it is written, as it was in- 
tended. I construe it as every plain man must 
canstrue it. I make no quibble upon it, 

Judge Dove.as does not understand, or will not 
understand, what he would learn if he will pick up 


,any book on political ethics, and read that there 
| isa vast difference between slavery and slaves, 


between the political institutions of a country and 
its property; that sovereign power only can estab- 
lish political institutions, and that whatever is 
property, | care not whether it be in man or 
mules, the Government is bound to protect; and 
when the Democratic party declared it would not 
intervene as to slavery in the States, it did what 
was right. What right has the Federal Govern- 
ment to interfere with slavery as a political insti- 
tution of a State? When it said it would not 
intervene with slavery as a political institution, 
either to establish it or to abolish itina Territory, 
it did right. Whatright, what authority has this 
Government to interfere to estabiish the political 
institutions ofa Territory? None whatever. When 


| it said it would not intervene in the District of 


Columbia to establish political institutions, and 
declare what was property and what was nol, it 
did right, and every sensible and honest man in 


| the country understood itso, and nabody under- 


stood that by the declaration they even intimated 
that they would not legislate to protect PROPERTY 
anywhere. Itis the duty ofethe Government to 
protect property in the Territories, not in the 
States, because there it has no jurisdiction, If it 
was property and not a political institution, the 
word * District’? would not have been in. It was 
not property they were speaking of, but estab- 
lishing political institutions. ‘Therefore they say 
this Government has no right to interfere to es- 
tablish the institution of slavery either in a State 


| or ina Territory, or in the District of Columbia, 


As to the other matter they say nothing. ‘There 


| is another clause in the platform, though, which 


does speak trumpet-tongued upon that question, 
The fourth article is in these words: 

“That every citizen and every section of the country has 
a right to demand and insist upon an equality of rights and 
privileges, and to complete and ample protection of persons 
and property froin domestic violence or toreign aggression.” 

There the Democratic party declares perfect 
equality between the States, of rights and privi- 
leges,and to complete and ample protection of per- 
sons and property from domestic violence or 
foreign aggression. Then [ say the error Judge 
Dovaxas has fallen into is one which has arisen 
either from not comprehending the difference be- 
tween the political institutions of a country and 


| its property, or itis a perversion of terms, and he 


is sinning against light and knowledge. 1 defy 
any man to take that clause in the platform and 
show me that it means anything else than what 1 
have said it means. Why, sir, what he calls non- 
intervention, if you will apply it here in this Dis- 
trict, is intervention, and the worst sort of inter- 
vention. What! Will Judge Dovetas try to 
taunt the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown 

into introducing a slave eode here? If he woul 

come into the Senate I would try to taunt him into 
doing something of the same sort. I dare him to 
introduce into the Senate a bill repealing all the 


| laws in reference to slaves,and not as to slavery, 


in this District. Let him introduce a bill here, if 
he dare, to repeal all the laws in this District as to 
slaves; repeal the patrol laws, the law providing 
actions for the recovery of slaves, actions for the 
recovery of damages for injuries done to slaves; 
repealing all laws as to the devise, deseent, and 
distribution of slaves. Let himdo that, if he wants 
non-intervention, If he denies that Congress can 
interpose laws and acts in reference to slaves, and 


i: draws no distinction between slavery and slaves, 
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let him introduce such a bill as that, and see who 
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qualms of conscience, by that national man, Mr. | choice of the party, but he is not the choice of his 


oa) 











will sustain him. Isthatnon-intervention? Why, | Fillmore—when all these things were donc, the || own friends. After the southern States had wii). ‘ Eng 
sir, a law of that sort would be intervention; and | issue presented to the South was, “will you re- drawn, why did not those who remained nom. i su) 
why? It would be putting the ban upon that main in the Union or go out of it?’’ Everybody inate him? What was the first thing that his 4 poe 
species of property. It would be exercising the || admitted that these measures, saving and except- | friends, who had a majority, did? Now, admit : ae 
right of Congress to discriminate between one sort | ing the fugitive slave bill and the Utah and New that he had a majority, what was the first thing a 
of property and another. It would be destroying | Mexico bills, were odious to the entire South; and || they did? They adopted the two-thirds rule— ner 
a political institution in the District, which and | there were actually conventions held at the South, |, not two thirds*of those who were in the conyep- — 
every other Democrat, by this clause of the plat- | and the question put to a vote by the people as to tion, but of the entire electoral vote of the thirty. may 
form, say we have no right to do; for we say we | whether they would dissolve the Union in conse- ! three States. This was done by his friends—fo, rope 
will not interfere with slavery in States or Terri- || quence of these measures that are now quoted here |, What purpose? He must be blind, indeed, who as 
tories, or inthe District of Columbia; andtoallow as Democratic authority. The measures were the does not see a razor in that; who would pot haye = , 
the repeal of these laws protecting slaves as prop- | measures of a Whig Administration, distasteful || anticipated throat-cutting after that proceeding, 
erty would be intervention against a domestic to the South, voted for by none of us, and repu- They adopted the two-thirds rule of thirty-three 7 7 
institution, and the destruction of property. diated from that time to this, and spoken of always | States. His own friends did it; for he was in q on 
I hardly know how to reason with men who | as wrongs and oppressions; but when the party met | Majority, as he claims. Why did they do it? = 
talk about squatter sovercignty. [donot like t | in 1852they agreedto “acquiesce and abide by ” || Why did they not nominate him? They never oo 
use terms that are not civil; but really the ab- | these measures rather than dissolve the Union. || intended to do it. Some factious friends of his rei 
surdity of the thing affects me more than its in- || That is all. _ and some newspapers ure attempting to create an the" 
iquity, ‘There was a hullabaloo made by the The Senator from Ohio says that if Mr. Dove- || irrepressible conflict to prevent any reconciliation, 1795 
Senator upon the question of our adopting and | Las had not been a candidate at Charleston, we | He was not the choice of the party, or of his own aa 
indorsing the compromise measures of 1850. ‘This | should not have insisted upon a platform. Sup- || friends. 

is one of the sins that I, at least, as a Democrat, | pose I grant that: what does he take by the mo- | He professes great love for the Democratic Re 
am entirely free from, I never either adopted or | tion? When a man who had repudiated our plat- || party and for its harmony. 1 tell Mr. Doveras uneq 
indorsed them, and before God, I never will. | form; who had puta false construction upon itt—a || and his friends how harmony can be restored, —_ 
They were called the five healing plasters to heal || most dangerous one; who had been disorganizing || Let him withdraw. We are disunionists, are we? = 
five bleeding wounds; but they have caused those || the party; who had been making false and impracti- || We are factionists! We are scctionalists! The ment 
wounds to tester. Most of them bear upon their || ane issues; Who had heen keeping up the agita- |; people of the southern States will take any man form 
faces the brand of unconstitutionality. Weagreed | tion day after day, week after week, month after | saving and excepting Srepuen A. Doveras, his : " 
simply to acquiesce. Take the slave-trade bill || month, year after year, not only upon the stump || friend Mr. Puen, or some other man whi has a 
here in this District. I have not looked at the || and in the Senate, but in the magazines of the || adopted and indorsed and made as his own Mr. to W 
record, and I should like the attention of the Sen- |! country; when he who had denounced us in ad- || Dovetas’s heresies, whether he lives North, ples 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] fora moment. |) vance as disunionists and fire-eaters, and charged || South, East, or West, we care not. 1 do not ask pee 
My impression is that the Senator from Missis- | us with disloyalty to the Government—when he | Mr. Doveras and his friends to take Mr. Bu- “Tl 
sippi offered to amend that bill by providing that || and his friends thrust themselves and their plat- |, chanan, because there is an irrepressible conflict clare 
you would either hang, draw, or quarter, or put || form upon us, I say to them, as I said just now || between those two factions. I only say, do not as re 
in the pillory, or in prison, or fine the man who || to my friend from Ohio, for really my feelings || Boch, Mr. Doveras. You will not support Mr, aon 
offered his negro for sale here, and not liberate |! towards him personally are kind: ** Gentlemen, || Buchanan; we will not support Mr. Dovauas. they 
the slave, and they refused to adopt the amend- || do not offer us this pill; we cannot swallow it. Inj, Is he the only man in the Union? Now indeed pact 
ment. Some one offered that amendment, I ] the first place, it is utterly impossible to induce || 1 might say: se 
know. | the people of some of the truest and soundest || ** Now is it Rome indeed, and room enough, oe 
Mr. DAVIS. I can state, at the request of my || Democratic States in this Union to vote for him. | ; hen there ts in 8 but ene only man.” ress 

: “" vai : me a 1h ney ce : , - ‘ He doth bestride the narrow world ‘ 
friend from Texas, that that bill, which provided || You defeat the party if you nominate him. We Like a colossus; and we petty men limi 
that any slave broughtinto the District of Colum- || do not believe he has strength even at the North. i] Walk under his huge legs, and peep about 7 
bia should be liberated, if brought with a view of || Do not offer him to us.’’ They, however, in- || ‘To find ourselves dishonorable graves.” hin 
removing him hence for sale at some other time || sisted upon it; and the more distasteful they found Steruen A. Doveuas is to be nominated, and = 
and place, was one which southern men generally || the dose to be, the more persistently did they in- |, the party disrupted, and the Union destroyed! Is Uni 
opposed. In fact, the slave-trading establish- || sist that we should swallow it. Now, I will yield || the Galen inno danger? And is his nomination of 
ment had passed away before the bill was in- || as much as any man, when properly approached: || a sine qua non? Must the Union be dissolved or that 
troduced. ‘The number of slaves in the District | «Pll give thrice so much land he nominated? I ask you, is there no danger of mal 
was rapidly decreasing, and the evil which was | To any well deserving friend ; a Republican being elected uniess we can find dele 
felt was the number of free negroes in the Dis- | But in the way of bargain, mark ye me, some one to whom there is no objection, and who serv 
trict, which was rapidly increasing. Another } aU cavil on the Sint part of 8 hair. 'can rally the whole party? here is such a = 
evil was, constant attempts to entice, seduce, or |} And when any single individual chooses to but- | man? I see them all around me. I know scarcely poe 
otherwise take away the slaves of persons who || ton under his belt the entire Democracy of the || any Democratic public man, North or South, East eac’ 
resided in the District, or who came here. We | country, and to read meand my friends out of the \ or West, who cannot rally the party in the next that 
therefore sought to introduce measures of legisla- || party, and then demand a nomination at our || contest, and bear again our flag to victory. But oot 
tion addressed to the evils as they existed. We || hands and a platform indorsing all his absurdities, || they will not do it; yet they admit that the Union aad 
were asked to bide our time; were assured that |) 1 enter my most solemn protest. || itself is in danger. His organ here is grinding it ers ; 
legislation should be had for that species of || No, sir; there was no conciliation in them, but |) all the time, and nothing else but grinding, that the hav 
property in the District; and finally, against the || they felt as Harry Hotspur did when they would |} Union is in danger, because a Black Republican Jud 
vote of my friend who sits before me, [Mr. Ma- || not give him his prisoners, that squatter sover- |! may be elected; and in the same breath we are ‘ 
son,}] and myself, and our earnest resistance, Con- || eignty we should swallow. They would * havea || denounced as disunionists! wes 
eress passed a bill of the character to which the |, starling taught to speak nothing but’’ sqvatrer || _ I say disunion is imminent if a Republican is com 
Senator referred; and the penalty attached to it | soverereNnry, and ‘squatter sovereignty”? we || elected. I believe, though he may be inaugurated— a 
was the emancipation of the slave, the confisca- || have to take—or nothing. The party is to be || and that will depend upon some of these States part 
ton of the property of the citizen who should || disrupted; we are to have no nomination; the | around here—he will never be the President of to b 
claim the right of transit and rest (for it amounted | Union is to be dissolved unless we consent to vote || thirty-three States of this Union. They may make = 
to nothing else) through the District of Columbia, || for Sreruen A. Dovetas. When it comes to an | the experiment; but I say to gentlemen on that = 
and refused, or perhaps I should more justly say || issue like that, there are two that can play at that || side of the Chamber that they are playing with for 
failed, at any subsequent period to give the addi- || game. Mr. Dovenas may destroy the party; he | edged tools; and | say to Mr. Dovetas and his frou 
tional legislation which was to secure to the |! cannot be elected President. Where, when this friends that they are guilty of a most grievous sin -_ 
owners their property in slaves in the District of || party is destroyed, we are to finda Ctesiphon, I in pressing the claims of any single individusl solc 
Columbia. know not. When the temple has been burnt to || who is distasteful to an overwhelming majority of hap 
Mr. WIGFALL. Be that as it may, that bill || the ground, who is to build it again I cannot di- half the States of the Union, and not popuiar, | be- fore 
was so objectionable to the South, that, out of all || vine. He may do this. He may send his repu- lieve, in the rest—a man who cannot be nominated 3 mee 

the Senators of the fifteen southern States, but |, tation down to posterity coupled with that of || by his own friends. It is quite fashionable ot ‘t * 
four voted for it—two ofthem from Kentucky, Mr. || Erostratus; and, if he is proud of that sort of || late todenounce any man who talks about the pos- ; we 
Clay and Mr. Underwood. The other two were || fame, he is welcome to it. But if this party is | sibility of a dissolution of the Union. Hay isput — a 
Mr. Benton, of Missouri, and General Houston, || not to be saved except upon such terms as he pro- | on his horns, and he is to be run after with pitch- j in j 
of Texas. That bill passed with four southern || poses, I say let the flames lick the heavens, burn || forks. He is a traitor, a tory,a rebel! They use 2 coi 
votes, and I think those four southern gentlemen || it, shake it until it tumbles and falls on his head, | all sorts of incongruous terms. Traitors and to- ? dor 
would hardly be regarded as the exponents of the || and I think we can save ourselves. ries belong to different wings, not of the same : 7 
sentiment and opinion of the Democratic party. | This is a grave matter, sir. It is a matter that || party, but of antagonist armies. ‘Traitors resist 3 “6 
Then, Lask, when was it that the Democratic || it is objected to being discussed here; but I can- || governments, and fight against power. Toryism mo 
party indorsed this batch of measures, gave a cer- || not, for the life of me, understand why the discus- | submits to enslavement. - - 
; tifieate of the healing qualities of these plasters? || sion of principles should be objected to, It was Tam _not going into any definition or learned a 
13 After they had passed, and California was brought || begun by the other party; and they never cried out | disquisition on this subject of toryism. We all the 
ry into the Union, and territorial governments for | cease’ yntil they found that their argument was || know the term had its origin in England years and the 
5 Urah and New Mexicohad been established, and || getting weak, At Charleston there were some ears ago. [I believe it originated during Eliza- poe 
‘e the bill for emancipating slayes jn the District of || singular things, They have been alluded to; and th’s war in Ireland, where they called the bog- oe 
Columbia had become a law—after the fugitive | therefore | may refer to them, I undertake to || trotters Torees, from some Irish word oT in mc 
slave bill had been signed, notwithstanding any |! say that Srepnen A. Dovaras is not only gotthe |! nounceable, and afterwards it was applied in the 
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England to those who stood by the Stuarts, and 


supported them, and did not believe in the Gun- | 


powder plot, the Meal-tub plot, and diverse other 
things that were got up there. The Whigs were 
men Who were opposed to power, and denied pre- 
rogative, and denied the divine right. From that 
time to this, whenever they have been consistent, 
they have been always found fighting against pre- 
rogative. The name was given to Monmouth and 
hismen. From that time it has been a term known 


to discriminate parties in England. The Tories | 


have always been on the part of prerogative; the 
Whigs have been on the opposite side. Why, 
therefore, we should be called Tories, as we have 
been, 1 do not know; but he applies the term to 
us. Itdoes not apply tous, if we be the people he 
describes, ready to take up arms and resist the 
Government. Upon this subject, let me refer to 
the Virginia and Kentucky resolutions of 1798 and 
1799. First, the Virginia resolutions: 


In THE ViRGINIA House oF DELEGATES, 
Fripay, December 21, 1798. 

Resolved, That the General Assembly of Virginia doth 
unequivocally express a firm resolution to maintain and 
defend the Constitution of the United States, and the con- 
stitution of this State, against every aggression, either for- 
eign or domestic ; and that they will support the Govern- 
mentof the United States in all measures warranted by the 
former. 

‘That this Assembly most solemnly declares a warm at- 
tachment tothe Union of the States, to maintain which it 
pledges its powers; and that, for this end, it is their duty 
to watch over and oppose every intraction of those princi- 
ples which constitute the only basis of that Union, because 
a taithtul observance of them can alone secure its exist- 
ence and the public happiness. 

That this Assembly doth explicitly and peremptorily de- 
clare, that it views the powers of the Federal Government, 
as resulting from the compact to Which the States are par- 
ties, as limited by the plain sense and intention of the in- 
strument constituting that compact, as no further valid than 
they are authorized by the grants enumerated in that com- 
pact; and that, in case of deliberate, palpable, and dan- 


gerous exercise of other powers, not granted by the said | 


compact, the States, who are parties thereto, have the right, 
aud are in duty bound, to interpose, for arresting the prog- 
ress of the evil, and for maintaining within their respective 
jimits authorities, rights, and liberties appertaining to them. 


The Kentucky resolutions, drafted by Jefferson 
himself, declare: 

“1. Resolved, That the several States composing the 
United States of America, are not united on the principle 
of unlimited submission to the General Government; but 
that by compact, under the style and title of a Constitution 
fur the United States, and of amendments thereto, they 
constituted a General Government for special purposes, 
delegated to that Governmeut certain definite powers, re- 
serving, each State tor itseif, the residuary mass of right to 
their ownself government; and that whenever the General 
Governinent assumes undelegated powers, its acts are un- 
authoritative, void, and of no force; that to this compact 
each State acceded as a State, and is an intregal party ; 
that this Government, created by this compact, was not 
made the exclusive or final judge of the extent of the pow- 
ers delegated tu itself; since that would have made its dis- 
cretion, and not the Constitution, the measure of its pow- 
ers; but that, as in all other cases of compactamong parties 
having no common judge, cach party has an equal right to 
judge for itself, as well of infractions as of the mode and 
measure of redress.”? * * . . * * 

“9. Resolved lastly, That the Governor of this Common- 
wealth be, and he is hereby, authorized and requested to 
communicate the preceding resolutions to the Legislatures 
of the several States, to assure them that this Common- 
wealth cousiders union for special national purposes, and 
particularly for those specified in their late Federal compact, 
to be friendly to the peace, happiness and prosperity of all 
the States ; that, faithful to that compact, according to the 
plain intent and meaning in which it was understood and 
acceded to by the several parties, it is sincerely anxious 
for its preservation ; that it does also believe, that to take 
from the States all the powers of self-government, and 
transfer them to a general and consolidated Government, 
without regard to the special delegations and reservations 
solemnly agreed to in that compact, is not for the peace, 
happiness, Or prosperity of these States ; and that, there- 
fore, this Commonwealth is determined, as it doubts not its 
co-States are, to submit to undelegated, and consequently 
unlimited powers, in no man or body of men onearth.” — * 
: . . * That it would be a dangerous delusion 
were a confidence in the men of our choice to silence our 
fears for the safety of our rights; that confidence is every- 
where the parent of despotism; free government is found 
in jealousy, and not in confidence ; it is jealousy, and not 


confidence, which prescribes iiimited constitutions, to bind | 
down those whom we are obliged to trust with power; that | 


our constitution has accordingly fixed the limits to which, 
and no further, our confidence may go.”? . * " s 
“The representatives of the good people of this Com- 
monwealth, in General Assembly convened, having ma- 
turely considered the answers of sundry States in the Union, 
to their resolutions passed the last session, respecting cer- 
tain unconstitutional laws of Congress, commonly called 


} 











the alien and sedition laws, would ‘be faithless, indeed, to | 


tiemselves, and to those they represent, were they silently 
to acquiesce in the principles and doctrines attempted to be 
inaintained in all those answers, that of Virginia enly ex- 
cepted. To again enter the field of argument, and attempt 
more fully or forcibly to expose the unconstitutionality of 
those obnoxious laws, would, it is apprehended, be as un- 








necessary as unavailing. We cannot, however, but lament 


that, in the discussion of those interesting subjects by sun- | 


dry of the Legislatures of our sister States, untounded sug- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


gestions and uncandid insinuations, derogatory to the true || 


character and principles of this Commonwealth, have been 
substituted in place of fair reasoning and sound argument. 
Our opinions of these alarming measures of the General 
Government, together with our reasons for those opinions, 
were detailed with decency and with temper, and submit- 
ted to the discussion and judgment of our fellow-citizens 
throughout the Union. 
temper have been observed in the answers of most of those 
States who have denied or attempted to obviate the great 
truths contained in those resolutions, we have now only to 
submit to a candid world. Faithful to the true principles 
of the Federal Union, unconscious of any designs to disturb 
the harmony of that Union, and anxious only to escape the 


Whether the like decency and | 
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of ‘*taming the shrew;’’ and how she is ever to 


| be tamed, is the question. 


That is nullification; that is State rights; and 


| if the Government is not satisfied, and will not 
| repeal the obnoxious act, let the State withdraw, 


| and go, as I said, in peace. 


But they do not do 
that; they get up gocieties, publish pamphlets, 


| they make speeches, they send in petitions, they 


pass acts of their Legislature to annoy us, 


They 


| continue irresponsibly avoiding the performance 
| of their duties; willing to wound, yet afraid to 


pangs of despotism, the good people of tis Commonwealth | 


are regardless of censure or calumniation. Lest, however, 
the silence of this Commonwealth should be construed into 


an acquiescence in the doctrines and principles advanced | 


and attempted to be maintained by the said answers; or | 
lest those of our fellow-citizens throughout the Union who | 


so widely differ from us on those important subjects, should 
be deluded by the expectation that we shall be deterred 
from what we conceive our duty, or shrink from the prin- 
ciple contained in those resolutions ; therefore, 

Resolved, That this Commonwealth considers the Fed- 
eral Union, upon the terms and for the purposes specified 
in the late compact, as conducive to the liberty and hap- 
piness of the several States. That it does now unequivo- 
cally declare its attachment to the Union, and to thatcom- 
pact, agreeably to its obvious and real intention, and will 
be among the last to seek its dissolution. ‘That if those 
who administer the General Government be permitted to 
transgress the limits fixed by that compact, by a total dis- 
regard to the special delegations of power therein con- 
tained, an annihilation of the State governments, and the 
creation upon their ruins of a general consolidated Govern- 
ment, will be the inevitable consequence. That the prin- 
ciple and construction contended for by sundry of the State 
Legislatures, that the General Government is the exclusive 
judge of the extent of the powers delegated to it, stop noth- 
ing short of despotism, since the discretion of those who 
admintster the Government, and not the Constitution, 
would be the measure of their powers. That the several 
States who formed that instrument, being sovereign and 


independent, have the unquestionable right to judge of the | 


infraction ; and that a nullification by those sovereignties, 
of all unauthorized acts done under color of that instru- 
ment, is the rightful remedy. That this Commonwealth 
does, under the most deliberate reconsideration, declare 


that the said alien and sedition laws are, in their opinion, | 
palpable violations of the said Constitution ; and, however 


cheerfully it may be disposed to surrender its opinion to a 
majority of its sister States, in matters of ordinary or doubt- 
ful policy, yet, in momentous regulations like the present, 
which “so vitally wound the best rights of the citizen, it 
would consider a silent acquiescence as highly criminal. 
That although this Commonwealth, as a party to the Fed 
eral compact, will bow to the laws of the Union, yet it 
does, at the same time, declare that it will not now, or ever 
hereatter, cease to oppose, ina constitutional manner, ev- 
ery attempt, at What quarter soever offered, to violate that 
compact. And finally, in order that no pretext or argu- 
ments may be drawn from a supposed acquiescence on the 
part of this Commonwealth in the constitutionality of those 
laws, and be thereby used as precedents for similar future 
Violations of the Federal compact, this Commonwealth 
does now enter against them its solemn protest.” 


These resolutions set forth specifically that this 
Government is the result of a compact between 
the different States; that the Constitution is a 
mere treaty; thateach State has the right to judge 
itself of intractions and the mode and measure of 
redress; and Mr. Jefferson says, in the Kentucky 
resolutions, that a nullification of an act adjudged 
by a State to be unconstitutional, is the rightful 
remedy. By nullification he does not mean such 
action as has been indulged in in the northern 
States of late. He means a solemn convention, 
called by authority of law, to which men are 
elected by qualified voters and meetin convention, 
armed with the supreme power of the State, just 
such a body as ratified the Constitution, the State 


arming them with supreme power. They meet | 
there to construe, as all political communities || 


must, the meaning of their compact with each 
other. Let the Legislature of Massachusetts pass 
an act making an appropriation for paying the 
expenses of a convention; let them, on a day spe- 
cified, have members of a convention aieeele and 
let those men meet in convention, and after laying 
their bands on the Holy Gospel of God, and 


swearing, as every member of every Legislature 


does, that they will oe and be governed by, | 


the Constitution of the United States, let them 
pass a solemn ordinance that the fugitive law is 
unconstitutional. Butthattheydarenotdo, They 
dare not do that, and say that, if we attempt to 
enforce it, they will go out of the Union. If they 
were to do that, my judgment is, that they would 
be permitted to depart, and depart in peace; and 
a happy riddance, I must say, I think it would 
be, for Massachusetts has actually been, since 
this Union was formed, a shrew; and the only 
question with this Government has been the play 








| in a moment be in arms. 


strike. They dare not meet the issue fairly and 
squarely, and say they are not bound, under the 
Constitution, to deliver up fugitive slaves, and that 
if we attempt to enforce the duty on them they 
will leave the Union. They dare notdo it. They 
know that they dare not do it. They dare not 
attempt it. Their people would be shocked at 
the idea. All the capital of New England would 
Their manufacturers, 
their operatives, and their sailors, would all be in 
arms if those States were to attempt, or any of 
their politicians were to advise, the legitimate 
carrying out of the doctrine of nullification, as 
set forth in the Kentucky resolutions, and under- 
stood by Mr. Jefferson. 

Yet weare called nullifiers. They have brought 
the term into contempt; they have cast odium 
upon it; and then turn around and apply it to us. 


| What law of Congress are we resisting? What 
/are we doing to produce a dissolution of the 


Union? Are we interfering with them in any 
way? Have we established any societies for ex- 
citing their operatives toinsurrection? Have we 
any public presses doing anything of that sort? 
Do we make speeches among them? De we or- 
ganize societies for the purpose of breaking open 


their jails and relieving their criminals? Do we 
protect their fugitives from justice? Do we inter- 


fere with them in any way? We ask simply to 
be let alone; and because we ask to be let alone, 
they denounce us as factionists. Men are silly 
enough, not only at the North, but at the South, 
to say that the southern Nullifier and northern 
Abolitionist stand on the same platform. And 
the organ of Mr. Dovetas here has had the im- 
yudence to say that Yancey and Sewarp ought to 
e on the same ticket; that they entertain the 
same opinions—both in favor of intervention 
Why, sir, it would be as reasonable to say that 
the peaceable, quiet traveler, who chooses not te 


| be robbed, and resists the highwayman, is upon 
| a footing with the footpad, as to say that the 


southern States that are asking only to be let 
alone are upon the same footing with the Aboli- 


| tion States that are annoying them constantly. 


There is no similarity. We are not disunion- 
ists; we love the Union; we believe the best gov- 
ernment that the ingenuity of man has ever de- 
vised, is the one that was formed by the Consti- 
tution. We ask only the observance of its prin- 
ciples. We ask only that this Government shall 
exercise such powers as have been delegated, and 
none others. We ask only that this Government 


| shall exercise all the powers that have been dele- 
‘gated. That is what we ask. And we only say 
| there are two modes of destroyin 


this Union— 
one by consolidation and the ether by Gerapeien: 
and that of the two we prefer the latter. We say 
that we wish to preserve the Union, if it can be 
preserved; but if it must be destroyed, we prefer 
disruption to consolidation. Why? ‘The ballot- 
box givesus no protection. How can we in Texas 


|| get protection by the ballot-box, when the people 


in Ohio and Massachusetts and other States send 
delegates here who pass the most obnoxious and 
injurious laws? The ballot-box, instead of being 
a protection, is actually an injury to us, for their 
members of this Federai Legislature might be dis- 
posed to consult their conscience, and, remember- 
ing their oaths, do us some little justice, if they 
were not afraid of being turned out. The ballot- 
box really, the majority being against us, is an 
instrument and means of oppression, and Repre- 
sentatives dare not do justice for fear of losing 
their places in those Sonbiaee States. That 
gives us no protection. ‘Then what are we to look 
to? Ifthe Conuioaien is to be ignored, this lat- 
itudinarian construction to be taken, if fanaticism 
is to rule instead of reason and right, I say that 
we are just in a condition in which disruption 
wesents itself, and our only safety is out of the 

nion. Yet 1 would not now advise a dissolu- 
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tion of the Union. 


There has been no act of ag- 
gression yetdone. None has yet been commit- 
ted) There 1s much contemplated; there is a 
feverish state inthe southern mind, though, which 
cannot be tampered with; and the election of a 
Black Republican will be considered, | know, in 
many s¢ cuions of the coungry, a8 an overt act. 
Why should itnot be? When a party that is sec- 
tional has adopted a platform of principles so 
odious and dangerous to one half of the States of 
this Union that they cannot even have an elec- 
toral ticketin them; when a party has erased from 
its lag seventeen States, and left but sixteen of the 
thirty-three upon its black fold; when a party 
that is orranized upon antagonism to our civiliza- 
tion, and to our institution, chooses to put upa 
man, and he is elected, | ask if his election is 
itself not a overtact? [ suppose Mr. Fillmore 
will not be considered asa nuilifier or secessionist, 
or factionist, or a very strong pro-slavery man; 
yet in 1856, in his celebrated Albany speech, Mr. 
Filimore himself used this language: 

* Dut this is not all, sir, We see a political party pre 
senting candidates tor the Presidency and Vice Presidency, 
selected for the first tine from the tree States alone, with 
the avowed purpose of clecting these candidates by suf 
frages of one part of the Union only, to rute over the whole 
United States. Can it be possible that those who are en 
goged in such a measure can bave seriously reflected upon 
the consequence which must inevitably follow, in case ot 
suceess: Can they have the madness or the folly to be- 
lieve that our southern brethren would submit to be gov- 
erned by such a Chiet Magistrate?) Would he be required 
to follow the same rule preseribed by those who elected 
him, in making bis appointments? If a man living south 
of Mason and Dixon’s tine be not worthy to be President 
or Vice President, would it be proper to select Gne from 
the same quarter as one of his Cabinet council, or to rep 
resent the nation ina foreign country? Or, indeed, to col 
leet the revenue, or administer tie laws of the United 
States? Lt not, what new rule is the President to adopt in 
selecting men for office that the people themselves dis- 
ecard in selecting him? These are serious, but practical 
questions; and in order to appreciate them Lully, it is only 
necessary to turn the tables upon ourselves. Suppose that 


the South, having a majority of the electoral votes, should 


declare that they would only have slavcholders tor Presi- 
dent and Vice President, and should elect such by their 
exclusive suflrages to rule over us at the North: do you 
think we would submit to it? No; not fora moment. And 
do you believe that your southern brethren are less sensi- 
tive on this subject than you are, or less jealous of their 
rights’ If you do, let me tell you that you are mistaken. 
And, therefore, you must see that, if this sectional party 
succeeds, itleads inevitably to the destruction of this beau 
titul fabric reared by our forefathers, cemented by their 
blood, and bequeathed to us as a priceless inheritance.” 
That is the judgment of Mr. Fillmore in 1856; 
and because some southern men said there is rea- 
son and good sense and justice in it, or whether 
there is or not, because they believe that there is 
such a feverish state of the public mind that it 
would not tolerate the election of a Black Repub- 
lican President, these men are denounced per se 
as disumonists. I confess that | feel the justice 
of Mr. Fillmore’s ss and | have never been 
able to appreciate that of Mr Banks, of Massa- 


chusetts, who said that he could imagine a mill- | 


tary despousm, the utter destruction of liberty in 
this country, but he could not imagine a disrup- 
tion of the Union. What sort of a Union would 
ithe? What sort of a Government? A military 
despotism with adominant irresponsible majority ; 
the bailot-box affording us no protection, a dom- 
inant sectional hostile majority to tax us until we 
could bear taxation no longer, and disbursing the 

roceeds of our labor and capital for their own 
Leslie and use! That would be the result of such 
agovernment, Every man must see it, and know 
it, and feel it; and it is to this point that matters 
are verging. 


{ trustin God, str, that the time will | 


never come when the Democratic party will be 


disrupted or defeated. There were times when it 
could have been defeated without danger to the 
Republic. 
Whig party and the Democratic party, there were 
questions of great importance, but not such as 
involved the issue of union or disunion. Now 
it is a question of union or disunion. Everybody 
must desire the harmony and success of the party. 
Every man who has it in his power by personal 
sacrifices, should be willing to make them, in order 
that we may have that harmony. He who talks 
about a dissolution of the Union as the greatest 
calamity that could befall the country, has evi- 
dently neverstudied the Constitution of the Union, 
or the framework of our GoVernment. [ama 
Union man, because | believe itisa good form of 
overnment, and that is the oniy reason. If I 
lieved otherwise, | would be against the Union. 


When the issue was between the old | 
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I am in favor of the Democratic party because it 
administers this Government according to my 


GLOB 


understanding of the Constitution, and for the | 


benefit of all sections, North, South, East and 
West; therefore, | am a Union man; and every 
man who will consider, must see that, if the pow- 


ers which wére reserved to the States are consol- | 


idated in the hands of the Federal Government, 


and it becomes a national Government, and ex- | 


ercises these powers, it is no longer the Union 
that was formed. 
‘ey ° . . . 
Phat is as obvious as the other proposition, 


that the powers which were delegated to the Fed- | 
eral Government may be resumed by the States, | 
and the Federal Government shall not be permit- | 


ted to exercise the power which the States in- 
tended it should exercise. Either is a destruc- 
tion of the Union formed by the Constitution. 


The planets that revolve around the solar center, | 
launched into space by the hands of the Almighty, | 


are held in their proper places by two counteract- 
ing forces, the centrifugal and the centripetal. 
Ali of us can see that if God could be thwarted, 
and one of those planets were to fly from its 
sphere through space, a flaming mass, a pathless 
comet, it would be a destruction, so far as that 
planet was conerned, of the solar system; and if 
each, one after the other, was to fly off in an er- 
ratic course, so it would continue to be until the 
entire system itself was destroyed. Any man 


who believes in the wisdom of God, or under- | 


stands the system that | am speaking of, would 
regret to see that. 


‘But, sir, reverse it, and suppose that these plan- | 


ets were suddenly stopped, and, the centrifugal 


force ceasing to operate, by the great power of | 
attraction they were drawing together, until they | 


met with crushing force at the center of the sys- 
tem, there to be mingled in one mass of ruin. Of 
the two, which would you prefer ? 
about which philosophers might speculate; but 
we know that comets have tor centuries been 
passing in their erratic course without destruc- 
tion. ‘These great planets could not converge to 
the center without utter ruin, destruction, and 
annihilation, y 

So I say as to the Union. If one State were to 
leave the Union, or all were to separate, it would 
be a calamity, because | believe the Government 
which we have is the best that could be devised; 
but if they cannot be kept in their spheres, then 
I say it is better that each should go by itself than 
that they should all become converged to one 
point, become consolidated—a single democracy 
to be governed by a populat majority. That is 
just the view I have of secession and consolida- 
uon, and I trust in God that neither calamity will 
ever befall the country; and there is no danger of 
it unless this Republican Por shall succeed; and 
by the Republican party, | mean a party sectional, 
and from its very organization, from the material 
of which it is composed, unlike any other party 
that has ever existed. Its leaders are unlike the 
leaders of any other party. There wasan eleva- 
tion and a patriotism about the old Whig party, 
wrong as | believed it to be, that made me respect 
it; but when that party became abolitionized, 
every man of position at once sunk—was ignored 
and excluded from public affairs. Where, then, 
were Webster and Choate and Everett?) The 
mud was stirred up,and the waters became dark. 
The sediment rose to the top, and since then we 
have seen nothing but the thick scum evidencing 
the corruption it covers, and tainting the atmos- 
phere with malignant malaria. When that noble 
old Whig building was torn down, with the rub- 
bish that remained was mixed, and upon it was 
thrown, the filth of Abolitionism. Republicanism 
is hardly the debris of Whiggery. It is not the 


lees. Slush has been thrown into the old Whig 
barrel. 


“To what base uses we may return. ”’ 

This is what Mr. Clay anticipated when he 
said he would leave the party should it ever 
become abolitionized. 

It is a party composed of men of one idea. 
They are woman’s-rights men, and human-rights 
men. They think a woman a man with a petti- 
coat on, and a negro a black white man; that 
every one is created free and equal. I was read- 
ing some work some time ago—I have forgotten 
what—in which it was asserted that, so far from 
men being born free and equal, the very first in- 


It isa matter | 














fringement made upon liberty is being born at a}! 
That after we were born, we got into the hands 
of our nurses and schoolmasters, where we Were 
confined without law, tried without juries ooh 
whipped without mercy; that then we found our. 
selves involuntary citizens of some Govern, nt 
that we owed allegiance to; that we could not many 
lease ourselves from this condition; for there was 
no place on the globe we could go into, in which 
we would not be subjected to obedience; and 
therefore, instead of liberty being the natura} con. 
dition of man, it wasa thing that never did exis; 
and never could. It is true, though it may soynd 
paradoxical. The tribe of Free-Soil philosophers 
who indorse the wiid theories of human righ): 
begins with anti-masonry, and indeed with anti. 

They go for all impracticable issues. 


at 
| They live upon excitement. They misrepresent 


political issues, and make appeals to passions ang 
prejudices. 
“They are a canting crew, 

So smooth, so godly, and so devilish, too, 

Who, armed at once with prayer. books, and with Whips, 

Blood on their hands, and Scripture on their lips 

Tyrants by creed, and torturers by text, 

Make this world hell in honor of the next.” 

And that tribe, without any platform of prinei- 
ples under heaven, except hostility to the instity- 
tions of the South, assume to claim the reins of 
Government. Are they for a tariff or against ii: 
for a bank or against it; for internal im, rovemeuts 
or against them. Of these matters, as to the mod, 
in which the Government is to be administered, 
they know nothing. Itis negro equality. It is 
misrepresentation of our position;a constant effor: 
to excite one sectioiy against another; to live upo) 
this excitement. When a party of that sort has 
risen to power, then will the days of this Repub- 
lic be numbered. For announcing this fact, w 


, 


are denounced as enemies of our country, and dis- 


unionists. We are only trying to preserve th 
Union; and as the most effectual mode of doing 
it, defeating them. 

There is much else that I might say in refer- 
ence to this matter; but | am weary myse!f, and 
I feel that the Senate should be, if it is not. | 
have risen to-day, Mr. President, to discuss thes 
resolutions, because I am one of the party whos: 
delegates withdrew from the Charleston conven- 
tion. As those who did withdraw have been 
misrepresented and denounced, | felt that these 
resolutions, being similar in character to those 
which were offered in the Charleston convention, 
it was but due to those delegates that they and 
their principles should be defended. They hada 
right to expect aid and comfort from their friends: 
and I chose, therefore, to-day, to discuss thes 
resolutions, to express my cordial approbation 0 
the course they pursued, and to say, so fur as | 
am individually concerned, I would have acted 
as they have acted. I thought, in doing this, 
that it might not have been out of place to discuss 
the principles involved in these resolutions, au 
the issues before the Democratic party. I though 
it might not be out of place to appeal to thos 
who have divided and distracted the party, oni 


| see if a final, last appeal would have any effec 


| upon them. 


I am satisfied that it is the purpes 
of those who are raising this clamor against us \o 
divide the party, to excite prejudice against us, 
to prevent any reconciliation. My reasons fv 
these opinions I have stated in detail, and I shai! 
not recapitulate. Judge Dovetas can restore th 
peace he has disturbed. Will he? If not, is ther 
not wisdom and patriotism enough left to asser! 
the ‘great principle” of his Kansas bill, and 
manage our own affairs in our own way? | trust 
that the delegates may again meet in a spirit of 
harmony, and adopt a platform on which we can 
all stand and nominate a man we can all support. 
I have done. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, if we can 
come to a vote on these resolutions, I have no de- 
sire to occupy the time of the Senate at all; but 
if this debate is to go on, and we are to conunue 


| the discussion of these questions, I feel that it 1s 


a duty incumbent on me to take some part in the 
proceedings that are now transpiring in the Sen- 
ate. The Senator from Texas informs us that the 
Senator from Illinois is politically dead. If that 


be so, I will say, for one, that this is the longest 
funeral ceremony that I have ever attended. 
{Laughter.] However, Mr. President, I do not 
desire to enter into a discussisn of the question 1! 
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there can be a general understanding that we come 
to a vote; but if the discussion is to continue, 
there are some remarks which I desire to offer to 
the Senate; but I will not, if there is a disposition 
to come to a vote, press my remarks on the Sen- 
ate at this time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido not know that there | 
is any disposition to debate the question further | 
on this side of the House. I hope there is none; 
but, of course, I am not authorized to speak for 
other Senators. I should be gratified if we could 
vote. 

Mr. GWIN. 
ing. 

Mr. HALE. As it is suggested that the Sen- 
ate is not full enough for a vote, with a common 
understanding that we may take a vote to-mor- 


I hope we shall! vote this even- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





| to the consideration of executive business; and 


row without any further debate, I move to post- | 


pone the consideration of these resolutions; and 
also move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator knows that we 
have a special order for to-morrow at half past 
eleven o’clock—the overland mail bill. 

Mr. HALE. [I supposed it was understood, 
by common consent, on the suggestion of the 
Senator from North Carolina, that there would 
be no further discussion on that side, and. there 
will certainly be none on this. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There may be amend- 
ments offered. I haveasmall amendment or two 
myself; but 1 do not mean to debate them. | 
would rather vote now; but if to-morrow is more 
agreeable, | have no objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should be glad if, by com- 
mon consent, some hour could be fixed to-mor- 
row to take the vote; because I am anxious to | 
get up an peepee bill to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Name atime. 

Mr. GWIN. One o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. Say one o’clock, if that is | 
satisfactory. 

Mr. HALE. Iam agreed. | 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. With the understanding | 
that the debate is now closed upon this subject, I 
shall refrain from making any remarks on it, either | 
now or to-morrow. 

Mr. LANE. I have notheard all that has been | 
said about this agreement. I want to see this 
matter ended. I desire very much to havea vote | 
on these resolutions. I am ready now; butI shall 
claim abeut five minutes, or not to exceed ten 
minutes, at any rate. [*‘* Very well.’’] 

Mr. HALE. LI insist on the motion to post- 
pone these resolutions for an executive session. 

Mr. LANE. I desire it to be understood dis- 
tinctly that I shall not want more than ten min- | 
utes, perhaps not more than five. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Senator from Ore- 


gon goes into a speech of ten minutes, I cannot || 


promise that that ten minutes’ speech may not | 
provoke me to go into a discussion of this ques- 


tion, and go into it at length; for I cannot prom- || 


ise myself to be bound by any five minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator from Wisconsin 
and the Senator from Oregon desire to address 
to address the Senate, probably both can address | 
the Senate to-day. I think we can agree upon 
some time when the vote may be taken that will 
secure a general attendance, which I am sure is | 
the desire of every side of the House. We do | 
not wish to commit any of our friends on the 
other side of the House to these resolutions in 
their absence. 
pronens. We might as well now continue the de- 
vate until every one who desires to speak shall 


which we shall vote on the resolutions and any | 
amendments that may be offered. 
_Mr. COLLAMER. I should like to have some 
time devoted to the business of the Senate. 
Mr. DAVIS. That is the way to get at it, 
_ Mr. HALE. By common consent last week | 
it was agreed that we should go into executive 
session to-day; but I postponed making the motion 
untilafter the Senator from Texas had got through. 
I suggested it, and gentlemen named their own 
time. To-day was agreed to be the time for an 
executive session; and | move to postpone these 
resolutions for the purpose of going into execu- | 
tiev session. | 
| 
! 


| 


Mr. GWIN. You do not name any time. Say 
two o’clock to-morrow. 


| Logan Hunter, for extra compensation for his 


| is entitled to the floor. \| 


| tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, I submit | 


| four dollars for a single dispatch of ten words, with the | 
| usual proportionate deductions upon dispatches of greater 


\| to do. 





| 
‘ 


| by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srockrton. 


, || cepted by the gentleman from Indiana, as a part | 
We desire all of our own to be |! 6 | 


L ment. 
have addressed the Senate, and then fix a time at || 
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| and resolutions of the following titles; when the 

Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (CH. R. No. 499) to supply deficiencies 
| in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
| year ending 30th June, 1860. 

A resolution (S. No. 6) authorizing the en- 
largement and construction of a branch to the 
Louisville and Portland canal; 
aibsenatnanas ———- || A resolution (S. No. 28) for the relief of A.M. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | Fridley, late agent of the Winnebago Indians. 
Wepwespay, May 23, 1860. ] PACIFIC TELEGRAPH—AGAIN. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. Prayer Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Massa- 
r chusetts has had the kindness to give me the op- 
portunity to enter an amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed now. My amendment is to allow 
|| the company to commence their line at any point 
on the west bank of the Mississippi or Missouri 
| river, instead of from St. Louis. 1 offer the 
amendment, so that it may be voted on when it 
| comes up. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman must beaware 
|| that these amendments are not in order now, ex- 
|| cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that the previ- 
ous question has not been called. 

Mr. COLFAX. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Burnett] is in the 
nature of a substitute to the bill reported from the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
We have the right to perfect the bill reported by 
the committee before the question is taken on the 
motion to strike out. The amendment of my 
. || colleague on the Committee on the Post Office 
At the request of the Commit- || and Post Roads is to make the starting point at 

: St. Louis. The gentleman from Texas moves 
the following amendment: |} to amend the amendment, so as still further to 
perfect the report before the question to strike out 
recurs. In that point of view, I think that the 
amendment is order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky does not offer a substitute, but several 
amendments to the original bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I want the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
read. Why should St. Louis be preferred in- 
stead of Chicago ? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I make the amendment that 
Chicago be substituted for St. Louis. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is not now 
in order. 

Mr. ALLEY. I accept the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I insist that 
we shall first hear what is the modification that 
is proposed to be accepted. What is the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLEY. 


In line twelve, strike out these words: ‘ some point or 
points west of the Mississippi river,’? and insert “ St. 
Louis ;’’ and in line forty-three, strike out ** three”’ and in- 
sert “four;’’ so that it will, in the parts proposed to be 
amended, read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury, under the direction of 
the President of the United States, is hereby authorized 
and directed to contract with Zenas Barnum, Thomas R. 
Walker, John H. Berryhill, Hiram Sibley, Norvin Green, 
John D. Caton, Frederic A. Bee, Charles M. Stebbins, and 
James 3. Graham, or their assigns, or a majority of said 
contractors or assigns, for the use by the Government of a 
line or lines of magnetic telegraph, to be constructed within 
two years from the 3lst day of July, 1860, from St. Louts 
by any route or routes which the said contractors may se- 
lect, (connecting at such point or points by telegraph with 
the cities of Washington, See Orleans, New York,Chariles- 
ton, Philadelphia, Boston, and other cities in the Atlantic, 
southern, and western States,) to the city of San Francisco, 
in the State of California: And provided also, That such 
charges shall not exceed four dollars for a single dispatch 
of ten words, with the usual proportionate deductions upon 
dispatches of greater length. 


Mr. REAGAN. My amendment has been ac- 
cepted as a modification by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Attey] and my amendment 
is entitled to be included in the amendment when 
read by the Clerk. a‘ 

A Memeper. What is your amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. That the line shall start on 
ree on the west bank of the Mississippi 
or Missouri river. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaircannot see how, 
under the rules, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts can accept the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas. < 

Mr. ALLEY. I dislike very much to trouble 
the House with any remarks on this bill at this 
time. I see how impatient members are to have 





Mr. HALE. Well, two o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate proceeded 


after some time spent therein, the doore were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 





‘The Journal ot yesterday was read and approved. 
LOGAN HUNTER. 


Mr. HOARD, by unanimous consent, reported 
back, from the Committee of Claims, the adverse 
report of the Court of Claims upon the claim of 


services as district attorney for the district of 
Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

PACIFIC TELEGRAPIL. 

Mr. COLFAX. 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the bill of the Senate 
to facilitate communication between the Atlantic 
and Pacific States by electric telegraph; upon 
which the gentleman from California{Mr. Scott] | 


| 
| 


I call for the regular order of 


Mr. ALLEY. 


In line twelve, page 1, section one, strike out the words 
‘some point or points westof the Mississippi river,’ and | 
insert the words, **St. Louis;’? so that the clause as | 
amended would read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury, under the direction 
of the President of the United States, is hereby authorized 
and directed to contract with Zenas Barnum, Thomas R. 
Walker, John H. Berryhill, Hiram Sibley, Norvin Green, 
John D. Caton, Frederic A. Bee, Charles M. Stebbins, and | 
James S. Graham, or their assigns, or a majority of said | 
contractors or assigns, for the use by the Government of a | 
line or lines of magnetic telegraph, to be constructed within | 
two years from the 31st day of July, 1860, from St. Louis, | 
7 any route or routes which the said contractors may 
select. 





| 





Also, in line forty-three, section one, strike out | 
the word * three,’ and insert ‘*four;’’? so that 
the clause would read: 


ind provided also, That such charges shall not exceed 


length. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that the 
amendments are not in order. There are already | 
as many amendments pending to the bill as the 
rules permit at once. The amendments, however, 
will be received, if there be no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. COLFAX. I offered the substitute, and 
[ accept the amendments, as I have the right 


It is as follows: 








Mr. BRANCH. Has not the previous question 
been ordered on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to know whether the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has been received ? 

The SPEAKER. It has been received and ac- 


of his substitute, which is pending. 


Mr. PHELPS. I am satisfied with the amend- 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. It is for the House 


to be satisfied, not the gentleman from Missouri. | 
Mr. PHELPS. Of course, I only speak for | 
myself. | 
Mr. REAGAN. I desire at this point to sub- 
mit an amendment, so that I may not be cut off | 
by the previous question. I want to amend by | 
striking out ‘*St. Louis, ’’ and inserting “any 
point west of the Mississippi or Missouri rivers.’ || 
The SPEAKER. Thatamendment would not 
be in order at this time. 
Mr. REAGAN. I ask the consent of the House 
to submit the amendment. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on | 
Enrolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill 
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a vote; and after what I said the other day, 1 do 
not feel inclined to say another word on the sub- 
ject. | certainly would not have opened my lips 
on this eceasion but for the cans made yes- 
terday, which, I believe, have placed this measure 
in a wrong light before the House. If, now, 
after what has been said on the other side, | 
failed to say a word in behalfof this bill, I should 
feel that | was recreant to my convictions of duty. 
With the permission of the House, | will briefly 
restate some of the points of the bill, and then 
try to answer the chicctions made to it yester- 


day. 
ir. Speaker, the first question that arises is, | 


whether we want telegraphic communication be- 
tween the Atlantic States and the Pacific coast? 
Is that communication necessary? There is nota 
member of this House, I trust, who will not con- 
cede that such communication is of vast import- 
ance to the commercial, the agricultural, and the 
manufacturing interests of the country, to say 
nothing of the vast benefit which the Government 
itself must derive from a line of telegraphic com- 
tiunication between the Atlantic States and the 
Pacific slope. This conceded, the question arises, 
how shall the object be best effected? In my 
judgment, it cannot be effected for years to come, 
except by the passage of this bill. 

I know, sir, that there is an air of plausibility 
in the arguments of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, |Mr. Burnerr,] and in the amendments 
that he has proposed, which makes it necessary 
to present to this House the arguments upon the 
other side. In the first place, he contends that 
this is a great monopoly; and that it will prevent 
the ener other line, for ten yearstocome, 


between here and California. That is not so, sir. | 


The gentleman is entirely mistaken. The bill 


confers no exclusive privilege upon this company | 
whatever; but it merely grants it the rightof way, 


which will be granted, of course, to any company 
that may wish it, to erect another line for tele- 
graphic communication, 

It seems to me, on the contrary, it prevents a 
monopoly, for it merely agrees to pay to this 


JHE 


company $40,000 a year for doing certain Gov- | 
ernment service which, all admit, 1s worth to the 


Government several timesthatamount. For this 
they grant no exclusive privilege to the company 
whatever; but, asa caedinios wrecedent, they re- 
quire the company to relinquish, for the benefit of 
the Government and the public, valuable prerog- 
atives and privileges which they would undoubt- 
edly possess, if not relinquished by them for the 
anke of this subsidy. For this $40,000, which 
nobody pretends the Government will not receive 
its quid pro quo for, it relinquishes the right to 
charge to the public over a specific sum; to give 
the Government priority in the transmission of 
messages, and place all others upon an equal foot- 
ing; to transmit, for several public institutions 
and purposes, messages without cost. The Gov- 
ernment also reserves the right to grant the right 
of way to any company that may hercafter desire 
to erect a telegraph line. Can it be said, then, with 
any fairness, that we are grantinga monopoly? No, 
sir. It may with more propriety, in my judg- 
ment, be said that this is a bill to prevent monop- 
oly and exclusive privileges. 

It is further objected, Mr. Speaker, that the bill 

rants a quarter section of the public land every 
fifteen miles. It is amistake; notan inch of land 
is granted to the company, but the bill only grants 
the right of way for ten years, and no longer. It 
grants the privilege to the company to occupy a 
quarter section of land every fifteen miles, for the 
purpose of erecting stations, houses, &c., and for 
no other purpose. It cannot be said, with any 
fairness, that this isa monopoly. It cannot be 
said that the right is ae to the company to 
= quarter secuon of land. It provides expli- 
citly that the company, its agents, servants, or 
anybody connected with it, shall not have the 
right of preémption to enter any land along the 
line of the telegraph. 

Ifthe amendments of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky be adopted, they will have the effect, in my 
judgment, to kill the bill, And why? Because 
this company, to whom this right of way is 
granted, to which it is proposed to give this 
$40,000 subsidy, possess nearly all the patents, 
and they are so situated, being the owner of all 
the telegraph lines upon this side of the conti- 


—————————————— 
nent, that the inducement for them to build this 





| line is very great, when no other company can do | 


| it. The committee investigated this matter fully, 
mittee were at first in favor of throwing it open to 
competition; and it was not until they ascertained 
that unless it was given to this company the line 
would not be built, for the reason that they owned 
all the patents but one; and for the additional rea- 
son that the expense of the construction of such 
a line, and of keeping it in order, was so great as 
to make it impossible for any other company to 
build it upon such favorable terms, that they 
came to the conclusion, finally, to give it to this 
company. 

It is important to these parties to have a tel- 


no other, of feeding their lines alread 
tion upon this side and the other; for if this line, 
at an estimated cost of $600,000, with the cost of 
operating at $150,000 per annum, should transmit 
fifty thousand messages at three dollars per mes- 
sage, and allowing the $40,000 subsidy for depre- 


would not pay a farthing of interest upon the cap- 
italinvested. Now, Mr.Speaker, while this would 
be ruinous to any other party, this company could 
live by it, for the reason that all these messages 


and I believe many of the members of the com- | 


egsaphic line to the Pacific, for the purpose, if | 
in opera- | 


eS 


| 
| 
| 


} 
| 
| 


ciation, it will be seen that, upon such a basis, it | 


would have to be transmitted over the other lines, | 


which ey own, to different sections of the Union, 
and the additional profits which would accrue to 


fore it is that I say, that in my judgment no other 


| with these gentlemen; and the failure of this bill 
consequently destroys all prospect of a telegraphic 


years to come. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understand the gentleman 
| to state that, unless the grant is made to the 
parties named in this bill, it will be impossible 
to have a line of telegraph constructed at all be- 
tween this and the Pacific coast. 


aid of one dollar from the Government, in any 
way whatever, thissame company are now erect- 
ing a line of telegraph from this to the Pacific 
coast, eight hundred miles of which is already 
completed ? 

Mr. ALLEY. I will answer the gentleman 
from Kentucky. If he had waited a moment lon- 
ger, he would have had an answer without put- 
ting that question to me, as I was just coming to 
that point in the case. It is true that a few mem- 
bers of this company have commenced this line, 
and have contracted for a portion of the wire, be- 
lieving that Congress would enact this bill intoa 
law; and it would not have been done, had they 
not so believed. 

But I do not urge that asa reason why this bill 


mend itself to the judgment of Congress, it ought 
not to be passed. But the expectation that it 
would become a law was the reason why they 
have gone on and made contracts for a portion of 


the wire, and commenced work upon that line. | 


| They thought they had assurances from members 


their favor as to induce them to go on and make 
| these expenditures, 


| already commenced. And I presume, if this bill 

is not passed, the construction of that line -will 

not be continued; and it will not be completed 

until they have the aid of Congress. I do 
| know that many of these gentlemen had not con- 
sented to anything being done in their names; 
but individual members of the company, upon 
their own responsibility, having a large interest 
at stake at the other end of the line, have gone on 
and made some contracts for the purchase of a 
portion of the wire, &c. 

Now, L ask, if it is fair, if it is right, if it com- 
mends itself to the good judgment of Congress; 
and if these men, with the full belief that Congress 
would sanction the report of the committee, and 
enact this bill into a law, have gone on, in anti- 
cipation of the action of Congress, to the consum- 


I desire to ask | 
the gentleman if it is not a fact that, without the | 


should become a law; and if it does not com- | 


of Congress which were certainly so strong in | 


Some of the individuals of | 
| the company refused absolutely to move a single | 
' inch or to contribute a single dollar to this work | 


their lines in this manner would offseta large loss | 
which they might be liable to on this line. ‘There- | 


parties can afford to undertake it in competition | 


line to the Pacific for the present, or for several | 
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mation of this great enterprise—I ask, if that act 
should now be urged as a reason why they should 
be stricken down and involved in irretricvable 
ruin? I say it is a great enterprise, commendin 
itself to the judgment of every candid man in the 
country; and it is an enterprise of so much mag. 
nitude and importance that they had the right, jy 
view of the action of the Senate, and the action 
thus far of this body, toconclude that, in all human 
probability, it would receive the sanction of Con. 
gress. And ifa portion of them have gone on jn 
that belief, and embarked their whole fortune ip 
this enterprise, ] say that such a fact is no argy. 
ment against this bill, and it ought not to be used 
upon this floor against these gentlemen, to their 
detriment and ruin. 

But the gentleman from Kentucky says this 
line will be completed whether Congress grant 
anything or not. I believe, and I think I may say 
I know, that he speaks without authority, 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Mas. 
sachusetts says that these gentlemen have a right, 
from the action of the Senate and of the House 
to expect governmental aid. Now I ask him 
whether it is not a fact that these private individ. 
uals, upon their own responsibility, having first 
formed a partnership or combination for the pur- 
pose of erecting a line of telegraph to the Pacific 
coast, have not gone on with that work, and wheth- 
er that work was not commenced anterior to any 
action upon the part of the Senate ? 

Again, I desire to know what claim private in- 
dividuals, who sce fit to embark their capital in 
any private enterprise, have toa bonus out of the 
Treasury of $40,000 a year? 

Mr. ALLEY. 1 will answer the gentleman. 


| I.do not say, and do not wish to be understood 


as saying, that Congress ought to grant anything 
to these individuals except upon the merits of the 
case. If they have gone on and laid out money 
anticipating the favorable action of Congress upon 
their bill, it is their business and not ours, and | 
am the last man in this House to predicate an ar- 
gument upon sucha reason, Butl say that their 
having done so is no argument against them, 
and it ought not to be brought in here to their 
injury. 

Ido not desire to detain the House for any 


| length of time, though I have very much I would 


like to say. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts to yield to me’the floor 
afew minutes, as a member of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If it be understood 
that those who are opposed to the bill shal] have 
an opportunity te express their views, I shall 
have no objection to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts yielding the floor to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I will, for one, 
give every chance in the world to those who are 
opposed to the bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. But I shall object 
to the friends of the bill farming out the floor to 
those who are opposed to the bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. [I trust that my colleague will 
move the previous question upon this bill. It is 
now time for action, and not for talking. 

Mr. SCOTT. 1 was entitled to the floor yes- 
terday, and I claim to be heard to-day. I think 
I have the right to-demand that I shall be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I understand that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts yields to me. 

Mr. LOVEJOY, and Mr. SMITH of Virginia, 
objected. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Then will the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts yield to me uncondi- 
tionally ? 

Mr. ALLEY. I cannot. 1 know that the 
other members of the committee desire. to have 
this matter brought to a close, and I therefore 
feel under obligation to terminate this debate at 
the earliest practicable moment. 

I have one word to say to the gentleman from 
Virginia. He complains that we interfere with 
the rights of the opponents of this bill by calling 
the previous question, and thereby cutting off all 
debate upon the other side. Sir, the debate has 
been entirely confined to the other side, and I had 
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no idea of saying a single word upon this subject 


upon the other side, | could not remain silent 
in justice to the committee that reported this bill, 
of which Lam a member, and the parties in in- 
terest that propose to build this line. A_tele- 
graphic line of communication with the Pacific is 
demanded by the American people; their inter- 
ests require it; and he is no statesman who will 
allow trifling considerations or sectional differ- 
ences to influence his voice or his vote in oppo- 
sition to this beneficent enterprise. There isa 
great deal more I wish to say, but under the cir- 
cumstances, and as so little time remains to take 
the vote before the expiration of the morning 
hour, | will conclude b enenees the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas, who, | un- 
derstand, wishes to modify it still further. I call 
the previous question. 


Mr. REAGAN. I will modifymy amendment, 
so that it will read: 

Beginaing at such point upon the west bank of the Mis- 
sissippi river as the parties may designate. 

Mr. ALLEY. If my colleague upon the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads [Mr. 
Craic, of Missouri] demands to be heard, | cer- 
tainly cannot refuse to grant his request. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. ALLEY. | withdraw my demand for the 
previous question for the purpose of allowing my | 
a upon the Post Office Committee to 
speak. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 





gentioman must yield the floor, # he yields it at || 


| hear a 





all, unconditionally. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 
believe. 

Mr. ALLEY. I cannot, without the consent | 
of my colleagues upon the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, yield the floor uncondi- | 


He does that, I 


tionally. I Know they are anxious to dispose of 
this bill. 


fore the gentleman from Massachusetts must keep | 
the floor, or yield it unconditionally. 

Mr. ALLEY. I demand the previous ques- 
tion 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. [ rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The Chair will hear me, I know, 
for this is the first time I ever attempted to raise | 
a point of order in my life. My colleague upon the 
Post Office Committee*{Mr. Cotrax] introduced | 
a bill which he says is a report from that com- 
mittee. The House will remember that the com- 
mittee, when they reported back the bill to the 
House, struck out from the Senate bill the point 
named in it—any point west of the Mississippi 
river—and inserted ‘St. Joseph,’’? Missouri. 
Now, | want to know by what authority he does 
that, when that committee has not been in session 
so as to instruct him in reference to that matter. 
The gentleman has changed the report not only 
once, but he has changed it twice during his re- 
marks here to day. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 raise the point of order 
that the gentleman from Missouri is not making 
a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would say that 
the amendments were received as the individual 
amendments of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Co.rax,} who had the power to accept any 
amendment he chose. 

Mr. COLFAX. I can explain this matter to 
my colleague in a single word. I made the report 
by the authority of a majority of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. Afterwards, 
with the consent of the committee, | offered a 
substitute to the bill, embracing what changes the 
committee had agreed upon, with the single ex- 
ception of the point of location. I told my col- 
league [Mr. Craig, of Missouri] yesterday, that 
we should have to abandon St. Joseph, from the 
general objection to making any specific and pos- 
itive point. Therefore, the bill being my own, | 
accepted the amendments, because | wished to 
conform, in all my action here, to the wishes of 
a majority of the House, as far as that wish had 
been expressed, 

_ Mr. ALLEY. 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana a question. 





I now call the previous ques- | 
| 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made; and there- || 














Mr. EDWARDS. I rise to a question of or- 
der. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire will state his question of order. 

Mr.CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Atrey] has withdrawn the 
call for the previous question, and I have the 
floor. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, my point is, 
perhaps, not strictly a point of order. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr.- UNDERWOOD. 
Speaker. 

Mr. EDWARDS. But it is as much in order 
as the debate that has been allowed on the other 
side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My point of order is, 
that the demand for the previous question is now 
pending, and I want to know if it is in order for 
this debate to go on as it has gone on for the last 
ten minutes? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 


Then mine is, Mr. 


| cided that it is ail out of order. 


Mr. EDWARDS. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts has withdrawn the call for the previous 

uestion. 

The SPEAKER. It is all out of order. 
point of order applies to him and all others. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will not the Speaker 
uesuon of privilege? 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. Is it in order 
to move to lay the whole subject on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. Then I make 


The 


that motion, and call for the yeas and nayson it. | 


The yeas and nays were ordered 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 80, nays 91, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashmore, 
Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Botcler, Boyee, 
Branch, Bristow, Burnett, Burnham, Clopton, Cobb, Clark 
B. Cochrane, Burton Craige, Crawtord, Curry, Davidson, 
John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Etheridge, Ferry, 
Gartreil, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Haskin, Hawkins, 
Hill, Hoard, Uolman, Llouston, William A. Howard, Kul 
gore, Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Love, 


Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McPherson, Me- | 


Queen, Miles, Millson, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Isaac 
N. Morris, Nelson, Peyton, Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, Reynolds, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, Rust, Schwartz, 
Sedgwick, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. 
Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Stevenson, Stekes, Thayer, 


Thomas, ‘Train, Vance, Van Wyck, Wade, Waiton, and | 


Winslow—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Barrett, 
Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Butiinton, Burch, Burlin- 
game, Buttertield, Carey, Carter, Horace F. Clark, John B. 
Clark, Jubn Cochrane, Coliax, James Craig, Curtis, HU. 


Winter Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, || 


Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Florence, Foster, French, 
Gooeh, Graham, Grow, J. Morrison Harris, Helmick, Hick- 
man, William Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, tr- 


vine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Killinger, Lee, Loomis, | 


Marston, McKean, McKnight, Mulward, Laban 'T. Moore, 
Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Noell, Olin, Pendleton, 
Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Potter, Pottle, Quarles, Rice, Christo- 
pher Robinson, Scott, Scranton, Stanton, James A. Stew- 
art, William Stewart, Stout, Strattion, Tappan, Taylor, 
Tompkins, Trimble, Underwood, Waldron, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Woodruff, and 
Woodson—91. 


So the House refused to lay the whole subject 
on the table. 


Pending the vote, 


Mr. NIXON stated that Mr. Brasson had been | 


called home on account of sickness in his family, 
and that he had paired off with him on the tele- 
graph bill; otherwise he [Mr. Nixon] would have 
-voted ** no.”’ 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that he had consented to 
pair off on this bill with Mr. Conk.ine, who was 
detained at home by sickness. 

Mr. DE JARNETTEstated that his colleague, 
Mr. Leake, had paired off with Mr. Porter for 
a week from to-day. 

Mr. FLORENCE said: Inasmuch as there is 
so much contention and difficulty aboutthis matter, 
I have voted to lay it on the table; but in order to 
give a full opporiunity to prepare a fair bill and 
pass it, I change my vote, Jats oot “na.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr.PHELPS. Better let the previous ques- 
tion be seconded first. 
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Mr. COLFAX. I cannot answer any questions | 
this morning. But after what was said yesterday || now. 
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Mr. SHERMAN, That would cut off the 
motion. The bill will come up regularly in the 
morning hour, to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire to get this bill out of 
the way, so that the committees can be called in 
the morning hour. I wish that the House shall 
decide the matter one way or the other; and am, 
therefore, anxious to go on and finish it to-day. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The question was taken on Mr. Suenman’s 


| motion; and it was agreed to. 


The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Joun 
Cocurane in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (IL. R. No. 339) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861, the question being 
on Mr. Frorence’s amendment to Mr. Sran- 
Ton’s amendment, to strike out the following 
clause: 

« For compensation of the auxiliary guard, and for fuel, 
oil, and lamps, and for twenty policemen, $32,400,"" 

Mr. Fronence’s amendment being to increase 
the appropriation one dollar. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I had not concluded my 
remarks yesterday evening, when the committee 
rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the 
genueman that there was one minute of his ume 
left. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, I will move to 
amend. I would rather forego that minute, and 
ret five minutes by offering another amendment, 
if the Chair will recognize me. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amend- 


|| ment was to increase the amount one doliar; on 


that amendment, he was speaking, and there is 
one minute of his time left. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. | was proceeding yester- 
| day to say in regard to these policemen that there 
| was no information given of the serenade on Sat- 


|| day night, or of the meeting, as there was of the 
|| meeting at Carusi’s saloon, where | was assailed; 


and there was very good gxcuse indeed why the 
| p@lice, who were in the performance of their duty 
| on their accustomed beats, were not present at 
| the meeting held on Saturday night. That, if 
there were no other excuse, would be a reason 
why the police were not present in the perform- 
| ance of their duty on Saturday night. 

{Elere the hammer fell. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Lask the consentofthe com- 
mittee simply to read the action of the Common 
| Council, in order to vindicate the city from the 
“a cast upon it. 

Mr. CAREY. I object; we have had enough 
of it—plenty. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [ desire that the action of 
the town council of Washington city may be 
submitted to the consideration of the committee, 

Mr. CAREY. 1 object. 

Mr. FLORENCE, by unanimousconsent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I propose now to amend 
by increasing the appropriation two dollars. I 
do not desire to detain the committee, but I wish 
to have read the action of the Common Council 
of Washington city, in regard to this difficulty. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 





‘Tue DisTuRBANCE aT THE PourricaL Mertine on 
Satrurpay Niour.—The following resolutions were intro- 
duced by Mr. Jones, last evening, in the board of Common 
Council, and passed without a dissenting vote : 


‘Joint resolutions in reference to the disturbance of a 
politcal meeting on the 19th of May, 1890. 

“ Resolved, §c., ‘That we have heard with feelings of in- 
dignation and regret of the attack on a public meeting held 
in this city on Saturday last, under the auypices of one of 
the political parties of the country, resulting in the tem- 
porary dispersion of the meeting, periling personal safety, 
and endangering private property. 

‘© Resolved, ‘hat recognizing, as we do, to the fullest ex- 
tent, the liberty of speech, we emphatically rebuke and 
condemn its intringement by a lawless mob, regarding all 
such attempts as intlicting a blew upon our free institutions, 





| prejudicing its great and growing interests in the estimation 

| of the people of the country. 

| & Reselved, That whiist according due credit to the city 

| police tor their prompt interference in restoring order, and 

| securing the reassemblage of the mecting on Saturday fast, 
yet, in anticipation of like outrages attuture political as- 


] tarnishing the fair name and character of this city, and 
| 


\ semblages prior to the next presidential election, the Mayor 


be requusted to exert the whole power of the city, by a 











2282 





ge 


timely disposal of the police force so as to prevent and re- 


— eniotea he eg . ore a i] : . 
dress all attempts of the kind ; and that every effort be made || ment about the amount of maenery used by dif- 


to arrest and bring to punishment those who are guilty in | 
the present iustance.”’ 


Mr. FLORENCE. That proves conclusively | 
that, so far as the municipal government is con- | 
cerned, the outrage is condemned. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. So far as | 
the last resolution is concerned, it cannot be true 
in point of fact, because there was no policeman 
on the ground; and a crowd was not reassem- 
bled by any interference of the police at all. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There were two meetings, as 
I understand, that night, and the police interfered 
to prevent a difficulty in one of them. I merely 
present that as an expression of sentiment on the 
part of the municipal authorities here, to show 
conclusively that there was no complicity of theirs 
with the disturbance. It really scems to me that 
the appropriation for the police ought to be re- 


tained, for the reason which I stated yesterday, || 


that itis not to pay the present police, but the | 
~olice for the next fiscal year. If citizens are to 
b protected in the exercise of all their functions, 
then this appropriation ought to be made. I sup- 
pose that no gentleman will pretend to say, for a | 
single moment, that the police force ought to be 
disbanded, simply because this difficulty occurred. 
There is but one sentiment in this community in | 
regard to the conduct of the mob on that occasion, 
and thatis in detestation of it, and a determination 
to resist such conduct in future. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is right the facts should 
be set fairly before the House and before the pub- 
lic. There was a disturbance at the first political 
meeting. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Turbulence and unruly 
conduct. manifested themselves at the meeting at 
the Washington House, and the same ee 
followed the procession to the meeting in Seventh 
street. There they were violent, and the disturb- 
ance rose to all the violence of an organized mob. 
I did not see a police officer on the ground. There 
was not the slightest effort made to prevent the 
riotous conduct on thawoccasion, and it seemed to | 
me that we were totally devoid of police for the 
city of Washington. I do not agree to the facts 
set out in those resolutions. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My colleague must have 
heard me say that no notice was given of these 
meetings. The police are not ubiquitous, and can- 
not be at every place where an impromptu meet- 
ing may be called. 1 do not mean to defend them 
if they have done wrong, but I did not think 
they were culpable to the extent charged yester- 
day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The riot lasted half an 
hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to this kind of de- | 
bate, inasmuch as we passed a rule yesterday that 
these interjections should not be made in speeches. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
rise, for the purpose of terminating debate on this 
paragraph. 

Mr. BRANCH. I rather think that we can take 
the vote now. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. | 

The amendment to strike out the clause was 
then agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to have the second | 
section of the bill modified; it was misprinted. I 
desire to have it modified s6 as to read as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That no part of the 
amount appropriated by any act of Congress, shal! be trans- 
ferred to or used for any branch of expenditure than that 
for which it may be specifically appropriated ; and that the 
twenty-third section of the act entitled * An act legalizing 
and making appropriations for such necessary objects as 
have been usually included in the general appropriation 
bills, without authority of law, and to fix and provide for 
certain incidental expenses of the Departments and offices 
of the Government, and for other purposes,” approved 26th 
August, 1542, is hereby repealed. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 1 would like to have the 
twenty-third section of the act referred to there 
read. I do not remember what it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | am perfectly willing that 
it should be read, and will send for it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. While the gentleman is send- | 
ing for the law, with his consent, I desire to make 


I did not say there was | 





| 


|aremark. I brought up,a few days ago, a state- 


ferent committees of the House. did it on the 
spur of the moment. | made no party allusions 
at all in the remarks which I then submitted. 
Gentlemen seem to think that it was a party hit; 
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Suerman] has 
come forward to defend his party. He has ex- 
ercised the ingenuity of which he is always capa- 
ble; but which, in my opinion, does not bear him 
out in the position which he has taken. He 
brought forward yesterday a statement to show 
that the committees of the House had been more 
economical than the committees of the last two 
Congresses, but he did not remember to state to 
the House that the long session of the Congress 
before the last lasted till the 18th of August, and 
the long session of the last Congress till the 14th 
of June; and when he undertook to show that the 
committees of this House had been more econom- 
ical than the committees of the last two preceding 
Congresses, he compared a session of five months 
and three week#with a session of six months and 


| two weeks in the one case, and of eight months 
, and three weeks in the other. 





Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire to say is, that 
nearly all the stationery drawn by committees is 


| drawn at the beginning of the session, and it is 


very rarcly that any is drawn after this period of 
the session. I ascertained that by an examina- 


|| tion of the books of the Clerk. I now ask for the 
reading of the twenty-third section of the act of | 


1842. 
The Clerk read the section, as follows: 


‘Sec. 23. nd be it further enacted, That in case the sum | 


appropriated for any object shall be found more than sutli- 
cient to meet the expenses thereby contemplated, the sur- 
plus may be applied, under the direction of the head of the 
proper Department, to supply the deficiency of any other 
item in the same Department or office: Prorided, Thatthe 
expenditure for newspapers and periodicals shall not ex- 


ceed the amount specifically appropriated to that object by 


this act.’ 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I desire to offer an 
amendment in the shape of an additional section 
to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only anamendmentto the 
amendment is in order. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


| SHERMAN. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is not an amendment. 
It is a correction of a clerical error in the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There isso much confusion 
that I cannot tell the condition of the question. 
Gentlemen around me say that the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio is to strike out the last half 
dozen lines of the second section of the bill re- 
pealing the twenty-third section. The gentleman 
trom Georgia, who is a member of the commit- 


| ; : : a" 
|| tee, did not so understand it. J think it is wrong 


to repeal that section. I think it ought not to be 
done, and if it is not too late, I desire to raise a 
point of order on this section of the bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would say, in reply to 
the gentleman from Alabama, that, so far as this 
second section is concerned, the object of the 
Committee of Ways and Means was correctly 
stated by the gentleman from Ohio, its chairman, 
and that this portion of the section is proposed 
to be stricken out, by order of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I so stated. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam not speaking of that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that, if the 
second section is agreed to in the shape proposed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, it will 


allow money appropriated for a particular pur- 


»ose to be used for another purpose in the same 
Departenent or office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly, just in ac- 
cordance with the present law; but it forbids the 
transfer of money appropriated for one purpose 
to another, as has been commonly done in several 
of the Departments. 

Mr. BRANCH. I understood the gentleman 
from Ohio to move to strike out so much of the 
section as prevents the use of money appropri- 
ated for one fiscal year in any other fiscal year. 
What became of that amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The clerk of the committee 
made a mistake in furnishing the copy. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means did not adopt the part 
of the section in the printed bill which I propose 
to strike out. The original draft of the section 
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_ Means struck that out. In the printing of the | 











contained it, but the Committee of Ways and 
: null 
however, the whole was printed. I only ask that 
the section shall be made to conform to the action 
of the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then it is merely the cor- 
rection of a typographical error, which wil] |. 
made if there is no objection. } 
No objection was made. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 1 offer the follow. 
ing as an additional section of the bill: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That where any off. 
cer of either Department of the Government or member of 
either House of Congress is indebted to the United States 
in any manner whatever, so that that indebtedness ean to 
ascertained by the Secretary of the Treasury, no salary oy 
compensawion shall be paid to such officer or member until 
said indebtedness shall be fully liquidated. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I think that the amend. 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is liable to 
the objection that it is not in order. It is genera) 
legislation on an appropriation bill, and is, there- 
fore, notin order. Ido not know what it is ip- 
tended to cover; but I make the point that it js 


| general legislation, and is not in order on an ap- 


propriation bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to 
think that it is general legislation, and is, there- 
fore, not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now make the same point 
of order on the second section of the bill; and by 
reference to the rule, the Chair will find that the 
Committee of Ways and Means have no mor 
rights than any member of this House. They 
have precisely the same right to propose general 
legislation on an appropriation bill as members 
have. I have as much right to propose gencral 
legislation on an appropriation bill as any com- 


| mittee has. 


Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman may be very 
correct in the position he takes, but he Is too late, 
The only time when he could raise the question 
of order on a bill reported to the House, was be- 
fore it received its first reading. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If that be the rule, it pre- 
cludes a member of the House from an exercise 
of the same rights that committees exercise. And 
here is the case now: the gentleman from Illinois 
is refused permission to offer an amendment, be- 


! . . . . .- . 
cause it is general legislation, although it is no 


more general legislation than the bill itself con- 
tains. ‘Thatisa mode of dealing which this House 
ought not to permit. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I will modify my 
amendment so as to apply to this bill, and that, 
- I understand it, will make the motion in or- 

er. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 


diana is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by adding 
the following, as an additional section: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there be appro- 
priated, for compensation to the Capitol police, under the 
second section of “* An act to ainend the third’section of the 
act making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex 
penses of Government for the year ending 30th of June, 
1844, and for other purposes,” approved April 30, 1804, 

2,860, to be paid in equal amounts from the contingent 

und of the House and Senate. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I mustrise toa question of 
order. That amendment is not in order. I 
changes existing law. I can state what the law 
is, if gentlemen desire it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the present rate of compensation to be fixed by 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the Vice President of the United States. The 
Chair is, therefore, inclined to rule the amendment 
out of order, both in respect to its changing exist- 
ing law, and in respect to the point of the bill at 
which it is offered. 

Mr. QUARLES. I desire to know, before we 
pass from this bill, whether the appropriations 
made by it exceed or fall short of the estimates 
as presented by the Department? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer the gentle- 
man with a great deal of pleasure, if the commit 
tee will permit me. I have had a detailed state- 
ment prepared, showing the reduction which has 
been made on the estimates, which is as fol- 
lows: 
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By not reporting appropriations for, and making deductions on, the following objects: 














* 
Estimate. Reported. | Reduction. 
For Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
For lithographing and engraving... .....ccee cece ee eeee cesses eeeeeweeeeee renee ° $30,000 00 
For Congressional Globe and binding. ......-+eeeeeeeeee reer ee ceeees teen teense $32,000 00 
Reported 1,584 copies Of Globe... ... ccc cece eee e eee ence eee ences BHAI2 00 | 
Do. binding the same.....cccccccsccccccecscecccccscccccseces 1,90) 80 | 
: ————— | $6,652 80 | 25,347 20 
For Contingent Expenses of the House of Represent..tives. 
Horses, carriages, and saddie-horses......+++ cen see dae oe scacasenmens ianaes 7,500 4.000 00 1.500 00 
Engraving, lithographing, and electrotyping......eeeeeeee sees cree cence cece eens | . | “ |} 25,000 00 
Capitol POlice 60... cece cee eee eee e ee ee tence ener eereneeeseeee ee nnceeeesneeene 8,500 | 8.420 00 80 00 
Laborers 6. cc cece cece ccc ce ceeees seee anes eens eens sere sess eset asssssseesessnes TH0O0 | 6.285 00 715 00 
Compensation of Third Auditor, clerks, &c., in his offee..... ee ee weccescecece | 132,640 93.240 00 39,400 GO 
Southeast Executive DuUding........ cece cece cece eee eeeeenes Peery ret eee $400 | 13,800 00 600 00 
Compensation of five clerks (temporary) in Indian Office......... canine aedene | ae ‘ | 7.000 00 
Do. two do. do, do. in awekeen een denes eee ‘ | 7 } 2.800 00 
Contingent expenses of office of Secretary of Interior. ...... 0.0. cece eee eens 7,200 | = 6,500 00 700 00 
Do. do. packing, distributing, &C.... 00s cecccccccccscccccecs 6,000 3,000 00 3.000 00 
Do. do. General Land Office........cceeeeeeeees ieeecs sahil 52,000 | 42.000 00 | 10,600 00 
Do. do. Pe BE eG anode cacenacees bh atin bean eeae ie aeane 30,000 25,000 00 5,000 00 
Surveyor general's office, California. ...... 0.002. 00+ Cenccceccccecs oeecccccece | 3,000 2.500 00 | 500 690 
Do. do. BO, We RIN a's osn0sacsccccancceece eheawetws wees’ 3,000 | 2,500 00 500 00 
Do. do. Se Se ee Sevqaved obhsb6bue sieces 3.000 | = 2.500 00 | 590 00 
Do. do. i, oe IL, |. iia aie one i wnre ic ssi Se ha ees 3,000 | = 2.500 00 500 00 
Do. Se Silas | Menthe eh aaierasanskhiete tiecio0senses essence 3,000 | 2,500 00 | 500 00 
Clerks, officers, surveyors general, &c., to be appointed... .........eeeeeeeeeee 41,000 | 25,000 00 | 16,000 00 
Contingent expenses of Office of Secretary War........ Seb oceeses ObSes ee eRe ss 6.000 | 5,500 00 | 509 00 
Do. do. PATE COGAN 5 0:00 c.c00eccsveee’ edcewévenns 2,200 2.000 00 | 200 00 
Do. do. Quartermaster General..........+000. vashge sous 1,700 | 1,200 00 500 00 
Do. do. CI van siwagnrwesctesateoanss cess 500 | 400 00 100 00 
Superintendent of northwest executive building, &c....... 0... cece eee eee . | 3,850 | 3,600 00 250 00 
Contingent expenses of Post Office Department...........6.- pide se “eo 17,500 | 15,000 00 2,500 00 
Paper and printing for Executive Departments.........00 cece ceceeeccccsccees | 58,500 55,000 00 3,500 00 
Incidental expenses of New Orleans Mint........... acees wideiébeese 35,000 30,000 00 5,000 00 
Two watchmen on reservation No. 2...........eeeeee. Pieb cGy eeduee btktes be - | - 600 00 
Expenses depositing public moneys by receivers, &e, Ore band eacnutesene 34,500 | 30,000 00 | 4,500 00 
lucidental expenses several Jand offices............. diciheie canes sec nevethessen i 38,950 | 30,000 00 8.950 00 
| na littetetatl 
Reduction on the estimates..........eeeeee sees SiN veh cedadayenneuw case | | $196,242 20 











By reporting appropriations for and increasing them in certain cases. 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others, receiving an annual salary in the service of the 
ne Oe ee no obs do oc ccnp s 06h reV and ecbsueewekinncnsseccacceseowe Sseeeoes coc cee QO! 248 16 
Original Estimate... ccccecccceccccccccces. ceccsese 76,194 00 








5,054 16 
Contingent expenses House of Representatives: 


For twenty-four copies Congressional Globe and Apendix for each member second session Thirty-Sixth 
Congiess...eeee. 


Ot NE I UR acti kd anne ness 33 ia:s NER REESE Ce emese cueedinxedecesecensaconesesececucecscevesse: OGe OO 
For reporung proceedings second session Thirty-Sixth Congress.........cceceeseecececeeeeesees acess 8,000 00 
re ee ne CO ON TN TROND. 5 oo on mene cnc enseneeeeestceceessaudeconisewesseaceonseed -» 4,000 00 


For the detection of persons engaged in counterfeiting coin, &c........... Cd eececesececcecces 10,000 00 
For messengers bringing on electoral votes for President, &C......cccccccecccccccvevcvecccsedessecccsesess 20,000 00 


General reduction, $124,794 44. 


$71,447 76 


I now move that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Joun Cocnrane re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly the bill of the House, No. 339, making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of Government for the year 
ending 30th of June, 1861; and had instructed him 
to report the same to the House, with sundr 
amendments, in which he was instructed to wai dl 
the concurrence of the House. 

Mr.SHERMAN, I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe I am entitled to 
an hour to close debate upon this bill. I propose, 
however, to detain the House only for two or 
three minutes, for the purpose of calling the at- 
tention of the House to two or three amendments 
which have been adopted by the Committee of 
the Whole, and particularly to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Crawrorp,] striking out the miscellaneous fund 
for the House, and that offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Buryett,] in reference to 
the binding of the Congressional Globe. That 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia is to strike 
out the entire miscellaneous fund of the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Only one half of it. I 
propose to make the miscellaneous fund $20,000, 
instead of $40,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that in the 
last session a similar motion was made by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Vance.] 
The amount then reported was $40,000. My 
friend from Georgia then opposed the amendment, 
and the motion to strike out was not carried. The 


amount expended, however, exceeded the amount 
seprppented, and we were compelled to supply 
a 


from North Carolina to strike out that clause in 
the bill, my friend from Georgia made a speech, 
which is reported in the Congressional Globe, 
against striking out. I will not detain the House 
by reading it. 

I will state, however, that this $40,000 covers 
a multitude of little items, such as the funeral ex- 
penses of members and a thousand things which 


statement of the expenditure of the contingent 


propriated for this purpose for the last four or five 
years, and it has been found too small. I there- 


upon that amendment, will not adopt it. 

In regard to the other amendment, proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, who proposed to 
require that the binding of the Congressional Globe 


I will state that it has been the custom for man 

years for the Clerk of the House to do this bind- 
ing, or to have it done under the direction of the 
Committee of Accounts. If we adopt this amend- 
ment we give the binding to Mr. Rives without 
any control of the Committee of Accounts or 
anybody else. Now, sir, I will say that the Clerk 
of the House has already contracted for doing 
this binding at sixty cents per volume, which is 
less than it is proposed to pay Mr. Rives. Every 
gentleman who has noticed the binding of our 
documents which have been done this session 
will concur with me that it has been well done, 
much better than it has been done by Mr. Rives. 
But, sir, [do not propose to detain the House. 
1 only call the attention of the House to these 


amendments, 80 that they may not be taken by 
surprise. 
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eficiency of some $10,000 in the deficiency bill. | 
When the motion was made by the gentleman | 


are contained in this large volume containing a | 


fund. Forty thousand dollars is the amount ap- | 


fore hope the House, when they come to vote | 


should be done by the publisher of the Globe at 
a price, | believe, not exceeding sixty-three cents, 


EK. 
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Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
ask the rentleman from Chio if he proposes to 
close debate upon the next bill to be taken up in 
committee ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do, in five minutes after 
we resume the consideration of it in committee. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I merely de- 
sire to say that I wish to improve an early oppor- 
tunity of saying something in vindication of a 
distinguished citizen of my State, who is a candi- 
date for the Presidency, and who is to be the next 
President. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I would suggest that my 
friend will have ample time to do that upon the 
stump. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I desire to 
do it for the purpose of stating some of his con- 
gressional history, which [I see has already been 
grossly misrepresented.” I see it has been sta- 
ted he voted against the war with Mexico, against 


\| supplies, and everything of that kind. 


| 


Mr. BRANCH. [I rise @o a question of order 
This course of debate is, of course, not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the gentleman from Illi- 
nois keeps on he will very soon have all his speech 
made, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the gen- 
tleman will hear me, I will get through in one 
moment. 

Mr. BRANCH. I must object. I make the 
point of order that the remarks indulged in by 
the gentleman are not in order; and I insist that 
he cannot proceed, whether the gentleman from 
Ohio yields to him or not. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, 


I give no- 


| tice, that when the House again resolves itself into 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, I will seek an opportunity to make the re- 
marks which bk have referred to. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. While we were in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union yes-. 
terday evening, I moved to strike out the $40,000 
appropriation referred to, and to insert in lieu of 
it an appropriation of $20,000. The appropria- 
tion for $40,000 was recommended by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Now, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means has turned to some remarks which I 
submitted on this subject during the last session. 
My remarks are reported correctly, I sanctioned 


| then the necessity for the increase of the appro- 


priation to $40,000. The question with the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on that appropriation 
was in regard to the proposed increase from 
$30,000 to $40,000. ‘The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Vance] rose and inquired the rea- 
son for that increase. It was in reply to that in- 


| quiry, in explanation of that increase of $10,000, 


| that my remarks were made. 
| when the item for $40,000 was penn to the 





At this session, 


asked to know 


Yommittee of were and Means, 
I submit that it 


for what it was to be expended. 


| cannot be shown that there will be a disburse- 


ment of $40,000, or of even half that sum. 

Since I made my remarks at the last session, 
this House, out of the appropriation then made, 
has had every necessary article of furniture fur- 
nished; the desks have been removed, and these 
benches placed in their stead; the committec- 
rooms and the cloak-rooms have all been provided 
for; and every department about the Capitol has 
been furnished with all the articles required, Not- 
withstanding that, we are now asked to appropri- 
ate $40,000 for the next short session. The usual 
appropriation has been $40,000 for a long session, 
and $30,000 for a short session. 1 cannot see any 
propriety in appropriating this large sum for a 
short session. 

It was objected, last year, by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, as entirely too large a sum 
even for a long session. The $20,000 I have pro- 
posed is more than enough for the purpose indi- 
cated. Take your commilttee-rooms; take this 
end of the Capitol; take every article of furniture 
about it, and all is paid for. If they are not all 
paid for, what is not paid for is provided for in 
another bill than this. There is nota single article 
of furniture supplied to the House of Representa- 
tives which is incladed by this appropriation of 
$40,000. I called upon the Clerk to know the 
reason for this appropriation of $40,000. Certain 


| incidental expenses were referred to about bring- 


i} 


ing witnesses here; that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
had to be paid, and so on. We have provided for 
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‘ as PRES, Fhe omar 
these, too, in a separate bill. I putit to the House Lovejoy, Mallory, 


whether we are not here appropriating $40,000 || 


for miscellaneous items without a single member | 
knowing to what parucular purposes the money | 
18 to be devoud, | 

J du notcare whether the appropriation is stricken | 
out or not. L take it to be the duty of the Flouse, 
however, to strike out every dollar, unless it is | 
shown for what purpose it is to be expended. If | 
there be good reason shown why this appropria- 
tion should be $40,000 instead of $20,000, I will 
cheerfutly go for it. Lam perfectly satisfied that the | 
Liouse will vote in this appropriation of $40,000. 
I beheve it would as readily vote $140,000 as this 
$40,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In reply to the gentleman 


from Georgia, lL will read a single paragraph from 


He said: 

*Noue of this money can be drawn from the Treasury | 
except uponyaccounts and vouchers passed by the Com 
mittice of Accounts.’ 

Atthe head of that®ommittee is my friend from | 
New York, (Mr. Spiwner.} If the money be not 
disbursed properly, if improper vouchers are al- 
lowed to pass, then we must hold that committec | 
responsible, j 

Mr. BURNETT. Let me say a word or two | 
in reference to the appropriation for binding, in 
order to set myself right. [| was not present this 
morning when the gentleman from Ohio made | 
his remarks. He stated, | understand, that we 
permitted this bill to pass, during the last Con- 
gress, Withoutthe proviso in reference to the bind- 
inv, Which the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union passed yesterday and recom- | 
mended to the House should be incorporated in | 
this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
about it. 

Mr. BURNETT. Let me say that I would 
have voted for this proviso at the last Congress. 
I madethe motion; but while I was upon the floor, 
the chicf clerk of Mr. Allen came tn and stated 
that there had been a contract made for this bind- 
ing, when, in fact, none existed at the time. I 
then withdrew my motion. L understood the gen- 
tleman to state that this binding has been let ata | 
less rate than that which I have fixed by my 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that a con- 
tract has been made at sixty cents per volume. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would like, before the 
House again votes down a salutary reform, that 
we should know certainly that a contract bas been 
made. We would have adopted this amendment 
at the last Congress if the House had not been 
misled by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will state that I will not 
vote for a preposition to compel the binding to be 
done by Mr, Rives. If we cannot trust the Clerk 
of the House with this executive function, we 
ought to turn him out. We ought aot perempto- 
rily compel Mr. Rives to do this binding at the 
rate we fix. I will trust the Clerk, If he does 
not properly discharge his duties, then we ought 
to remove him. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

First amendment: 

Strike out the words “‘and the messenger in charge of 
the south extension, $3,300,” and insert ** $1,800 ;”’ so that 
it will read: 

For two mail boys, at $900 cach, $1,800. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Iwas absent from the Hall 
by illness yesterday when this amendment was 
adopted. f only want to state that I believe this 
messenger for the south extension is necessary. 
1 call fer tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Exiot and 
Apnain were appointed. 

The House vided: and the tellers reported— 
ayes 65, noes 77; whereupon 

Mr. MAYNARD called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negutive—yeas 79, nays 98; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Allen, 
Ashmore, Avery, Babbitt, Barrett, Beale, Bocock, Bon- 
ham, Botcler, Brabson, Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Carey, 
John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, Davidson, John G. Davis, De 
Jarnetic, Edmundson, Etheridge, Frank, Gartrell, Harde- 
man, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, Hill, Holman, 
Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Hutchins, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, 


I did not say anything 
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| 


| 


| 
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j 
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| 











Laban ‘I’. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Niblack, 
Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, 
James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Simms, Singleton, William 
Sinith, Williaw N. Hl. Smith, Stailworth, James A. Stew- 
art, Stokes, ‘Tavior, Thomas, Vance, Waldron, Wilson, 
Winslow, and Wright—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. An- 
derson, Ashley, Bingham, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, 
Case, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Ferry, 
Florence, Foster, French, Gooch, Graham,Grow, Gurley, J. 
Morrison Harris, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, William A. 
Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Juokin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kilgore, Killinger, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Maclay, 
Marston, Charlies D. Martin, McKean, McKnight, McPher- 


| son, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Isaac N. 


Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Perry, Pettit, Potter, Pottle, 
Reynolds, Riee, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 


| Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Somes, Spinner, Stauton, 


sneecl ade by the gentlem: A ge ss |; William Stewart, Stration, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
a speceh made by the genUeman tWo years ago. || ‘poupkins, Train, ‘Trimble, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 


Walton, Ellihu B. Washburne, [srael Washburn, Webster, 


|; Wells, Windom, Wood, and Woodrutl—93. 


So the amendment was not agfeed to. 


During the call, 

Mr. REAGAN stated that he would have voted 
in the affirmative had he been within the bar when 
his name was called. 

Mr. WOODSON said: I have paired off with 
Mr. Farnswortu upon all questions of a politi- 
cal aspect, and this question having assumed a 
political aspect, I shall not vote. 

Mr. A DRAIN. [ will say to the gentleman 
from Missouri that I cannot perceive the object 
of his stating that this is a political question. I 
do not see that politics has anything to do with it. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the 
gentleman himself to decide. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Second amendment: 


Line one hundred and twenty-six, strike out “ $40,000,” 
and insert ** $20,000 ;*? so that the clause will read: 
For miscellaneous items, $20,000, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I do not know that there 
is anything which can more profitably employ 
our time just now (the Japanese embassy was 
within the Hall of the House) than a call of the 
yeas and nays; therefore | demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question seeps and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 82, nays 99; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Ashmore, Avery, Bar- 
rett, Beale, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, 
Bristow, Burch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Crawtord, Curry, Davidson, John G. Davis, De 
Jarnette, Edmundson, Fouke, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hamilton, 
Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, Holman, 
Houston, William Lloward, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Keitt, Killinger, Kunkel, Landrum, James M. Leach, Love, 
Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Mill- 
son, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, 
Nelson, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, William Smith, Willian 
N. H. Smith, Stallworth, Stanton, James A. Stewart, 
Stokes, Stout, Taylor, ‘heaker, Thomas, Vance, Waldron, 
Webster, Winslow, and Wright—82. 

NAYS — Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Bingham, 
Biair, Blake, Brayton, Dries, Butfinton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, 
Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, I. Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, 
Frank, French, Graham, Grow, Haskin, Helmick, Hick- 
man, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Kilgore, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, McKean, McKnight, MePherson, Mill- 
ward, Montgomery, Moerhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Niblack, Olin, Perry, Pettit, Potter, Pottle, Rey- 
nolds, Rice, Christopber Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, 
Seranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spinner, William 
Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, ‘Thayer, Tompkins, ‘Trimble, 
Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Walton, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Isracl! Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and 
Woodruff—99. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


During the call, 

Mr. DUNN stated that Mr. Logan had paired 
off with Mr. Somes. 

Mr. SIMMS stated that, had he been within 
the bar when his name was called, he would have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. DAVIDSON stated that, as his colleague 
upon the Committee en Enrolled Bills [Mr. 
Tweaker] was unable to be here, he had paired 
off with him. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Third amendment: 

At the end of line one hundred and thirty-two, add the 


Se: 
Prov Surther, That the publisher of the Globe shail 
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Muynard, McQueen, Miles, Milison, fold, bind, and deliver the same to the order of 
| the copies of the Globe ordered for the Thirty-Sixth Con? 


_trell, 1 








os 
the House 


gress, for the members and Delegates of the present Con- 
gress, at a price not exceeding sixty-three cents per volume 
for each volume actually bound. 

Mr. BURNETT demanded the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were alae ° 

The question was taken; and it was decided jn 
the negative—yeas 56, nays 116; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashmore, Avery, Barrett, Bo. 
cock, Boteler, Brabson, Branch, Burch, Burnett, Horace 
F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Cox, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, De Jarnette, Edmundson, ar. 

jardeman, Jobn T. Harris, Hawkins, Hill, Uolman 

Houston, William Howard, Jenkins, Keitt, Kunkel, Lan. 
drum, James M. Leach, McRae, Miles, Millson, Sydenham 
Moore, Niblack, Noell, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles 
R@wan. Ruffin, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, Willian, 
N.H. Smith, Staliworth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart 
Taylor, Thomas, Winslow, and Wright—56. F 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Aq. 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab. 
bitt, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs 
Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Coyode, 
Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, By. 
gerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Pos- 
ter, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley 
J. Morrison Harris, iRekin, Helnick, Hickman, Hoard. 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Kilgore, Killinger, 
feWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loumis, Lovejoy, 
Maclay, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, McKean, 
McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, Laban '? 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, lsaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, 
lin, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Pottle, Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Rove, 
Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spinner, Stan 
ton, William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Tappan, Thayer, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble. Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Eliihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Webster, Wells, Windom, Wood, and Woodrufl—116. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Hickey, their Chief Clerk, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed an act (H. R. 
No. 702) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion of certain military roads in the Territory of 
Washington; and an act (H. R. No. 695) for the 
relief of Asenath M. Elliott, widow of Captain 
Edward G. Elliott. 

Also, that the Senate agree to the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
No. 299) to increase and regulate the pay of the 
Navy of the United States. 

Also, that the Senate had ordered the printing 
of certain documents. 

Also, that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the bill (S. No. 5) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1861, and request a com- 
mittee of conference upon the disagreeing votes 
between the two Houses. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senate have notified the 
House that they insist upon their amendments to 
the Military Academy bill, and have appointed a 
committee of conference upon the part of the Sen- 
ate, and ask that a like committee be appointed 
upon the part of the House. I ask that a com- 
mittee of conference be appainted by the Speaker. 

The Speaker subsequently appointed as such 
committee, Messrs. Stanton, ReaGan,and Davis, 
of Maryland. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL—AGAIN. 


Fourth amendment: 


At the end of line one hundred and fifty-one, insert the 
following proviso: 

Provided further, That the reporters of the House shall 
not report any remark made by any member who is not first 
recognized by the Speaker or Chairman who may be pre- 
siding at the time ; and that nothing said in the House, de- 
clared to be out of order, or that is said by one member 
without leave when another is upon the floor, nor anything 
not actually said in debate, shall be reported.” 


Mr. WALDRON called for tellers upon the 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Smiru of 
North Carolina, and Train were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 67, noes 46. 

Mr. PERRY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILES. I desire to ask a question for 
information. There seems to be some diversity 
of opinion among several of my friends as to the 
construction to be put upon this amendment. 
What I desire to know is, whether, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, the amendment will rule out all 
written speeches? 


The EAKER. The Chair will have the 
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amendment read, and the House must judge for 
themselves. ; | 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. KEITT. The Chair will pardon me a | 
moment while I ask a question. My friend from 
Virginia made a point yesterday, in connection 
with this matter, v hich | took the decision of the 
Chair upon. lam afraid that the provisions of 
this amendment are too wide. Suppose, in the 
course of an argument, words are uttered out of 
order, and are pronounced out of order by the 
Chair; those words would then be left out of the 
proceedings, and yet it would appear in the Globe 
that the point of order had been made, and made 
upon what? : ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be no difficulty 
upon that point. The amendment is designed to 
cut off all these continued interruptions. 

Mr. KEITT. That is another point. The 
amendment is too wide in its scope. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The object of the amend- 
ment is to correct some abuses which are 
common here. I refer to the interruptions which 
gentlemen are subjected to when they are speak- 
ing. Under this amendment, when a gentleman 
gets up to interrupt another, he is called to order; 
and if he proceeds without permission, or with- 
out being recognized by the Chair as in order, his 





remarks form no part of the proceedings of the || 


House, and are not to go upon the record. 


Mr. KEITT. The point of order is stated, but | 


| Oil, and lamps, and for twenty policemen, $32,400. 


Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, called for the 


the remarks upon which it is ‘ased will be left 
out. 

Mr. MILLSON. The adoption of this amend- 
ment would cut off the whole colloquy that has 
just taken place between the gentleman from 
South Carolina and the gentleman from Ohio; 
because neither gentleman has been recognized 
by the Chair. 

“Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I desire to say | 
that this would destroy the value of the Globe. | 
{Loud calls to order.] It would leave the re- 
porters to decide what is in order and what is not 
in order. 

Mr. VERREE. I desire to say that, if the 
amendment does prevail, it will secure order in 
the House. 

Mr. HUGHES. I would inquire whether that 
would notexclude the printing of written speeches 
not delivered ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware that 
there is anything in the amendment about written 
speeches. 

Mr. HUGHES. Will the House indulge me | 
in making one remark? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 75, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charlies F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barrett, Bonham, 
Brabson, Bristow, Burlingame, Burnett, Carey, John B. 
Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, 
Covode, Curry, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, 
De Jertene; Dota; Edwards, Eliot, Ely; Etheridge, Ferry, 
Fouke, Gooch, Graham, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, 
Hoard, Holman, William Howard, Junkin, Killinger, De 
Witt C. Leach, Mallory, McKean, Mc Knight, McRae, La- 
ban T. Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Olin, 
Pettit, Peyton, Quarles, Christopher Robinson, James C. 


Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevenson, William Stewart, Verree, Wade, | 
Waldron, Webster, Wells, and Wright—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Ashmore, Babbitt, Beale, | 
Bingham, Blair, Blake, Branch, Brayton, Buffinton, But- | 
terfield, Carter, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. Cochrane, Cox, | 
Burton Craige, Crawford, Curtis, Duell, Edgerton, Ed- | 





mundson, Florence, Foster, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, | 
Haskin, Hawkins, Hglmick, Houston, William A. How- || 


ard, Hughes, Irvine, Jackson, Keitt, Kilgore, Kunkel, 
Landrum, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy. Maclay, | 
Marston, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, McPherson, Mc- 
Queen, Miles, Millson, Montgomery, Moorhead, Nelson, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pheips, Potter, Pottle, Reagan, Reynolds, 
Rice, Riggs. Ruffin, Rust, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, 
Stokes, Stout, Tappan, Taylor, Thayer, ‘Thomas, Tomp- 
kins, Train, Trimble, Underwood, Walton, Ellihu B. | 
Washburne, Israel Ww 
Woodruff—22. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
During the vote, 
Mr. DELANO stated that he had paired off for 
the rest of the day with Mr. Boreter. 
Mr. HLL said: I am in doubt about the pro- | 
poe of changing my vote, and I desire, before 
do it, to make an inquiry of the two gentlemen 
(Messrs. Erneripce and Suerman] who pro- 


may understand it. 
he SPEAKER pro‘tempore, (Mr. Corrax in 


| 
| 
posed this amendment, in order that the House 
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I object. i] 





| 
ashburn, Windom, Wood, 
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ae nie ‘ 
| the chair.) It can only be done by unanimous 
| consent. 


Mr. HILL. 
of the gentlemen from Tennessee and Ohio. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I object. 

Mr. HILL. 


in this. 


but objection has been made by some members, 
and I desire information in regard to it. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. 1 object 

Mr. HILL. Then let the vote stand. 


Mr. PRYOR stated that, if he had been within | 


the bar when his name was called, he would have 
voted ** ay.”’ 
The result was announced as above recorded. 


Fifth amendment: 


yaa | 
After the word “‘clerk,”’ in line four hundred and nine, 
| insert the words ** and messenger ;”’ so that the clause will 
| read: 


For compensation of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, and the clerk and messenger in his office, $4,205. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Sixth amendment: 


Between lines seven hundred and ninety-eight and seven 
hundred and ninety-nine, insert the words, * For compen- 


| sation of watchinan employed on reservation No. 2, 9600.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Seventh amendment: 


Strike out the following clause: 
For compensation of the auxiliary guard, and for fuel, 


yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Eighth amendment: 


Strike out the words, “ for the service of any one fiscal 
year shall be used for or applied to the service of any other 
year, nor be,’? and insert the words “ shall be ;’? so that the 
section will read: 

Sec. 2. Ind he it further enacted, That no part of the 
amount appropriated by any act of Congress shall be trans- 
ferred to or used for any other branch of expenditure than 
that for which it may be specifieally appropriated ; and that 
the twenty-third section of the act entitled ** An act legal- 
izing and making appropriations forsuch necessary objects 
as have been usually included in the general appropriation 
bills, without authority of law, and to fix and provide for 
certain incidental expenses of the Departments and offices 
of the Government, and for other purposes,” is hereby 
repeated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time. 


on the passagegef the bill. 

Mr. GART L and Mr. COBB called for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
whether they are opposed to the passage of this 
bill ? 

Mr. GARTRELL. I shall vote against it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I suppose each gentle- 
man will speak for himself. 
bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


Every item in it has been 


| recommended by the Departments. 
Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Sedgwick, Sherman, Simms, || 


Mr. BRANCH. As far as I am concerned, I 
shall vote for the bill whether the yeas and nays 
be called or not. 


Mr. GARTRELL. 


; sfon. 


Mr. COBB. Let them give us the yeas and 
nays, and ryt will see how we will vote. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say that the 


_ bill has been prepared by the Committee of Ways 
_ and Means, and that the estimates are according 


to law, and are made by the Departments, for 
which the Democratic party is responsible. I 
shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Give us the yeas and nays, 
so that there may be no misunderstanding about 
It. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is.utterly impossible to 
make an appropriation bill to suit every member 
or to suitany member. I would venture to say, 


| that there is nota member of the House whoagrees 


to all the items in the bill. I do not; but I shall 


|| vote, nevertheless, for the bill. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the bill was 
passed. 


I only want to make an inquiry 


I hope the House will indulge me | 
My, only object is to make an inquiry. | 
I have voted already in favor of the amendment, | 


the following clause: 


I would ask the gentlemen | 


am in favor of the | 








pening 


Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 


suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpese of taking up the civil and 
miscellaneous appropriation bill, 

Pending that motion, I move to close debate on 
that bill within five minutes after the House shall 
have resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

It was so ordered. 

The motion to go into committee was agreed to. 

The House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Erueriwee in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 501) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending 30th June, 1861. 

The first reading of the bill having been dis- 
yensed with, the Clerk proceeded to read the bill 
be sections, for amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: 


Insert, after line forty-six, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to fit up, ready 
for the occupaney of the postmaster and his foree, the ne- 
cessary rooms in the custom-lhouse building at New Orleans; 
that is, one half of the first fluor of the old levee front, 
designed for the post office department, according to the 


original design, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEITT. I move to amend, by striking 
out the word * five,’’ in line forty-four, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word ** twenty-five;’’ 
so that the clause will read: 


For preserving the unfinished work upon the Charleston 
custum-house, $25,000. 


Mr. PEYTON. Irise toa point of order. That 


clause has been passed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
oint of order. 


Mr. BURNETT. I move to amend by adding 


For an extension to the court-house portion of the City 
Ilall of Washington city, for the use of the United States 
circuit court, including furniture, and ineclosing the same, 


| $30,000, 


I am instructed by the Committee for the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia to offerthisamendment. I have 
Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question || 


before me the estimates for 1858, in which this 
appropriation was recommended by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I submit that 


there is no law authorizing any such appropria- 


| tion. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion 
that the building has been authorized by some 
act of Congress; and if so, the amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes; and the building has 
not been finished yet. The appropriation has 
also been recommended by the present Secretary 


of the Interior. 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. If the Chair 


_ makes that decision, I will appeal from it. 
I object to this discus- ||. a r , 
|| izing the peak the amendment is not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no law author- 


Mr. BURNETT. Ido not suppose the City 
Hall was built without any law, and it never has 
been finished. 

Mr. PEYTON. I am notaware that there ever 
was a dollar appropriated by Congress for build- 
ing the City Fatt, and if that be the case, the 
amendment is evidently out of order. 

Mr. BRANCH. There is a law to authorize 
the holding of courts in the District of Columbia, 
and this is an incidental expense to carry out that 


| law. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The city built it, and the 
Government has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Unless it was 
built under the ce of some special act, the 
amendment is not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the 


' amendment to be in order. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky whether this amendment has the sanc- 
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tion of the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia ? 

Mr. BURNETT. It has. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is it unanimously reported 
from the committee ? 

Mr. BURNETT. It is not. 

Mr. SLANTON. I should be glad to know 
where is the utle to this court-house and City 
Hall? If it is a court-house which the United 
Siates has purchased and paid for, we havea right 
to improve it, 

Mr. BURNETT. I have stated all I know 
about it. I find that it is estimated for in the es- 
timates of 1558, and has been recommended by 
two Secretarics of the Interior, [am instructed 
by the Committee for the District of Columbia 
to offer the amendment to this bill. I have done 
so in accordance with the instructions of that 
committee, 

| would state another fact; and that is, that two 
courts are now compelled to be held in the same 
hali—the ermminal and circuit couris—and they 
very often come in conflict, one court running 
inte another, so that the public business cannot 
be performed. 

Mi. REAGAN. I want to ask if this circuit 
court to which the gentlemen alludes is a circuit 
court having jurisdicuon Iike the United States 
circuit courts in the States and Territories, or 
simply a court for the purpose of adjudicating 
matters thatarise within the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BURNETT. Iris both. It has general 
jurisdiction, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Before 1] vote upon the ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, | would like 
to know if the gentleman from Kentucky states 
that this appropriation is for the purpose of add- 
ing to the present City Hall building? 

Mr. BURNEPT, Itis for the purpose of add- 
ing to the presentcourt-room. There is a court- 
room now turnished by the Government, in which 
both the courts are held. It has been found, as 
l am informed, that the accommodation is not 
sufficient for the two courts. | know nothing 
about it myself, and have only stated what Il have 
been informed. : 

Mr. PEYTON. Allow me to say to the gen- 
tleman from Alabamaand the committee, that the 
object of Uhis appropriation is to put up an addi- 
tional wing to the building and furnish it. ‘That 
is What the appropriation is for. I think that it 
1s absulutely necessary; but my judgment is that 
it 18 inappropriate and out of order to this bill. 
if it is admitted, a great many gentlemen will 
want to bring tn similar amendments. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want to get at the facts, 
so that | may know how to vote. | understand 
the gentleman from Kentucky, who was last up, 
{Mr. Peyron,] to state that the object of this ap- 
propriation ts to puta new wing to the City Hall. 

Mr. PEYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, my understanding is, 
though | may be mistaken, that that City Hall 
property does not belong to the Government. | 
would like to Know if the City Hall building is the 
property of the Government? 

Mr. KUNKEL, Certainly; all the public 
buildings here are. 

Mr, HOUSTON. 
I think. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Judiciary square belongs to 
the Government. 

Mr, HOUSTON, Judiciary square belongs to 
the Government; but it is beyond the building, 
and f never heard that the building belonged to 
the Government. 

Mr. BURNETT. That part of the City Hall, 
Iam informed by the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, to which itis proposed to make this 
spss apply, belongs to the Government. 

Mr. KUNKEL, 1 call for tellers on the ap- 
deal. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Smitn, of 
North Carolina, and Braspson were appointed. 

Mr. BURNETT. IL am satisfied, from the tem- 
per manifested by the committee, that the amend- 
ment will not be agreed to; andgn order to ol.vi- 
ate difficulty, | will withdraw it, and let it take its 
chance in the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to come ip after line fifty-one: 

Por repairs of the cysten-howse ty the city of Baltimore, 
€)0,090, 

I have made some inquiry within the last week 


It is not a public building, 


THE CONGR 


— 
| or ten days, and I find that the condition of this | 
| building is such as to require repair, and very | 
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It was injured by fire some 


considerable epee 
a half years ago. It has been 


two or two anc 


partially, but not completely repaired. The sum | 


of $15,000 was mentioned as necessary to effect 


these repairs; but, in my joraments that is per- | 


haps more than is needed, and | Now ask the 
House to allow only $10,000. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I did not hear what 
the gentleman from Maryland said. I would like 
to ascertain what is the necessity for this appro- 
priation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I have never seen 
the part of the building which was injured. But 
itis stated by the collector of customs that the 


_ repair is absolutely necessary; and it has been 


| stated to me b 


several other persons that it is 
necessary, for the comfort both of the officers who 
have duties to perform there, as well as of the 
merchants of the city, who are called there by 


business. The building was seriously injured by | 


fire two or two and a half years ago, and has re- 
mained ina very exposed condition from that time 
ull now. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I would suggest to my col- 
league from the city of Baltimore that he make 
the amount in his amendment that estimated by 
the engineer of the Treasury Department. Inthe 
estimate in his report he says that $15,000 will be 
required to make these repairs, , 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Is that the estimate 
of the Commissioner of Public Buildings? 


Mr. KUNKEL. It is the estimate of Major 


Bowman, the engineer of the ‘Treasury Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 
league will accept the suggestion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
amount in my amendment to $15,000. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 1 want to say, 
in connection with the opinion expressed by my 


colleague, which meets my entire concurrence, that | 


_ after this matter came up some time since, I took 


the trouble to see what was the extent and char- 
acter of the damnge to this building. 


the interior of the building, and has very much 
deranged it, and interfered with the aceommoda- 


tions of the officers conducting the business of the | 
customs there, and, to some extent, with the con- | 
venience of the merchants transacting business | 
I suppose the amount estimated by the | 


there. 
engineer in charge is the proper amount to ask; 
and | hope the amendment wil be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Il would ask the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 


_ why this item was not embraced in the bill? 


| bill was reported. 


M:. SHERMAN. We had no formal estimate | 


on the subject before us, and could not act on it. | 


It was mentioned in the committee by the gentle- 


man from Maryland that such an appropriation | 


was asked for, but we had no other estimate. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


that it was estimated for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. So I understood; but the 
official reports were not printed at the time this 
Although we were told that 
there was such an estimate, we had not it before 
us. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means 


whether the Treasury Department recommends | 


making this appropriation ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


retary of the Treasury. I understand an estimate 


has been made by the engineer in charge; but it | 


seems the Secretary of the Treasury did not in- 
clude it in his estimate. 

Mr. BRANCH. That is precisely as I sup- 
posed. It seems that the engineer in charge has 
estimated for this work, and, I suppose, reported 
his estimate to the Secretary of the Treasury; but 
from the fact that the Secretary has not included 
init his estimates which he has sent to Congress, 
the inference is, that the Secretary did not con- 
sider these $15,009 necessar 


this building in the city of Baltimore. 1 observe 


| that the Committee of Ways and Means have 


1 


very properly adopted the policy of making no 
appropriation for the continuance of these public 
buildings about the country, except so much as 


I hope my col- ] 


I will change the | 


A fire oc- 


curred there two or three years since, which swept | 


I understood the | 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Kunxer] to say | 


I have already said that it | 
is not included in the annual estimates of the Sec- | 


to be expended on | 


is necessary for the preservation of the work, | 


Ae 


| see thatin reference to the custom-house at Char 





les- 


| ton, for which one or two million bas been ex- 


| pended, there is merely an appropriation of $5,000 
for the preservation of the work. I observe the 
same fact in regard to the custom-house at New 
Orleans, for which some three or four million 
dollars has been expended; a small amount only 
is inserted for preserving the work. 
Now, nothing appears here to show that this 
work in the city of Dalimiare is of such pressing 
necessity as to take itoutof the general rule which 
we have adopted. I have no doubt it would add 
to the comfort of the officers who are engaged jn 
that building; but Ido not think we are called on 
to make this appropriation for that purpose. 
Mr. JUNKIN. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will say I am informed that the accom. 
modations in this Baltimore building, in conse. 
quence of the fire which has occurred there, are 
so limited that the clerks are required to do double 
duty in many of the rooms. 
Mr. BRANCH. So far as that is concerned, 
I do not think it is any great hardship to require 
two clerks to do duty in the same room. I think 
it would be much better to have eight or ten 
clerks in the same room, with some one to super- 
intend them. 
Mr. JUNKIN. The gentleman did not under. 
stand me. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. HUGHES. I move to amend, so as to” 
make the amount $14,000. I wish to say that the 
gentleman from North Carolina has fallen into an 
error in classing this Baltimore building with the 
unfinished buildings mentioned by him. This 
building has been injured by fire, and this amount 
is simply to repair the injuries which have re- 
sulted trom that accident. I can assure this com- 
mittee that the health of the officers of the Gey- 
ernment is liable to be seriously injured in that 
building. I can say, from personal knowledge, 
that this appropriation is absolutely necessary tor 
the convenience of the transaction of the public 
business in the custom-house at Baltimore, as well 
as for the safety of the health of the employés 
who have to do business in the custom-house in 
that city. I do not suppose that it is absolutely 
necessary that this estimate shall come directly 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KUNKEL. This estimate has come from 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 
| Mr. HUGHES. I understand that the esti- 

mate for this appropriation was submitted by the 
Seeretary of the Treasury; but the special report 
on which the Secretary of the Treasury acts, is 
the report made by the engineer who made the 
survey of the building. I was in Baltimore at the 
time this survey was made, and can speak from 
my own observation when I say that this amount 
is necessary to make the repairs which are indis- 
pensably necessary to be made upon this building. 

I now withdraw my amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The question recurred on the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. Davis, of Maryland; and, being 
taken, the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COX. I move to amend, by inserting as 
follows: 


For the construction ef a building for a post office, and 
other Federal purposes, at Columbus, Ohio, $25,000. 














Now Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word upon 
that amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise toa 
question of order. That is neW legislation, and 
is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. COX. It is in the same condition pre- 
cisely as the amendment which was ruled to be in 
order a moment ago, in relation tothe City Hall, 
in this city, and certainly as much in order as the 
amendment offered and carried through the com- 
mittee just now at the instance of the genuUeman 
from Maryland. There is as much existing law 
in this instance as there was then. * 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is not in order. ; 

Mr. COX. Well, I am sorry to see the Chair 
make such a discrimination. 


Mr. ELIOT. { move to amend by inserting 


|| after line ninety-nine, page 5, as follows: 
| For the maintenance of the vessel provided for by act of 
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August 18, 1856, for inspection and transportation purposes, 


$30,000. 

Now, sir, in a part of the time allowed me, I 
will have read aletter which I have received from 
the Light-House Board. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Lieut-Hovse Boarp, -“pril 28, 1860. 

Dear Sin: The suin total estimated for by the Light- 
flouse Board, for current maintenance of the establishment 
on the Pacifie coast, is $48,000 in round numbers. Of this 
sum $30,000 will be required for the support of the steam 
tender employed on that coast. In looking over the light- 
house bill, recently reported by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means of the House, I perceive that 
this very important item has been stricken out; leaving us 
but $18,000 ior all purposes on that extensive coast. 1 take 
it for granted that there is no disposition on the part of 
Congress unduly to cramp the operations of the Light- 
House Board, a board so intimately connected with the 
safety of commerce and navigation, and whose affairs, [ un- 
dertake tosay, have been managed with the strictest regard 





for economy. | take the liberty, therefore, of stating to you | 


the facts that render this appropriation for the maintenayce 
of the steam tender so necessary to us, and to ask your aid 
in that behalf. The whole of the west coast of the United 
States, extending from San Diego to the Straits of Fuca, 
forms but a single light-house district, and all the duties of 
this district are performed by the steam tender in question. 
She takes up and puts down all the buoys, delivers the sup- 
plies of oil and other materials to the light-houses, super- 


intends the repairs, and transports the inspector from point | 


to point on his tour of inspection. In short, we rely upon 
this vessel to facilitate all our operations in that district, 
and without her, or some other vessel, (which latter we 
should be obliged to charter at greater expense, if the ap- 
propriation for the tender fails,) the proper duties cannot 
be periormed. Ifthe tender be laid up—and we shall be 
obliged to lay her up, if the appropriation fails—the buoys 


will go adrift, the supplies cannot be transported, we shall | 


be obliged to transport mechanics by chance conveyances 
to repair the light-houses, and the inspector will have no 
means of travel at his command for inspection purposes. 
It cannot be possible that Congress means to reduce us to 
such a strait. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
Hon. T. D. Evrot, 
Coinmittee of Commerce, House of Representatives. 


Mr. ELIOT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to refer the committee to the law under which that 
vessel was first provided, which was passed in 
August, 1856. It reads: 


R. SEMMES. 





‘Por providing a suitable vessel and maintaining the same | 


one year in visiting lights,’? &c. 
Now, sir, this is the only vessel which is em- 


ployed for that purpose on the whole Pacific coast; | 


and I beg to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that the whole amount appropriated for 


the light-house department for the Pacific coast 
is $18,000. 


This same amount last year was | 


asked for by the Secretary of the Treasury, but | 


was not granted. 
from the appropriation bill. I understand that, 
in consequence of that reduction, it became neces- 
sary for the Light-House Board to cut off appro- 


The amount was stricken out | 


priations from one place and another, in order to | 


save the money necessary to maintain this vessel, 
which was employed upon that coast for about 


one half of the time; but it is said that, if this ap- | 


propriation is not made now, it will be necessary 
to abandon the use of the vessel, and lay her up, 
leaving the whole light-house department on the 
Pacific coast without a tender, and without the 
same means of furnishing the facilities which are 
furnished to every other section of the coast. 

I beg to say, in conclusion, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury has recommended this amount of 
$30,000, as absolutely required for this purpose, 
which is the same amount provided in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wiil state, ina few words, 
the reason why the Committee of Ways and 
Means agreed to strike out this estimate. We 


| 
| 
| 
| 


found that there was no vessel employed for this | 
purpose upon the Atlantic or Gulf coast, and they | 
were not able to see why the light-houses on the | 
coast of Oregon and Washington should not be | 


supplied in the same manner that all the other 
light-houses in the country are. They consid- 
ered that $30,000 for the employment of a tender 
on that epast was a rather expensive business, 
when the whole expense of the light-houses on 
the Pacific coast, aside from that, were but $18,000. 
They thought they saw a very considerable dis- 
crepancy between the cost of the maintenance of 
this vessel and the object to be accomplished by 
it8 Maintenance, and therefore did not insert the 
appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. BURCH. I wish to inquire if this appro- 
priauon was not estimated for by the Department? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The estimate was submit- 
ted by the Light-House Board. 

Mr, BURCH. 


I will state that this amountis | 


THE CONGRES 














SIONAL GLOB 


EK. 





2287 








. : i} . . ° 

necessary for the maintenance of this vessel, and || ners entering the mouth of the Columbia river, 
that the vessel is necessary for the purpose of || Puget Sound, and Umpqua harbor, may be de- 
visiting and carrying supplies to the light-houses | 


on the Pacific coast. 

Mc. SHERMAN. Thty have not one of these 
steamers on the Atlantic coast. When the Gov- 
ernment wants materials to be carried to the va- 
rious light-houses on the Atlantic coast they hire 
it to be done. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move to amend the amendment 
by increasing the appropriation one doliar. 

Mr. COX. I raise the point of order that the 
amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 


ceived and sutler because of the buoys becoming 


' . . 
|| displaced. It is necessary, also, to have this ves- 
I} ) 


point of order, and holds the amendment to be in | 


order. 
Mr. ELIOT. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen will 


turn to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
on the state of the finances, page 290, they will | 


find at present that the duty of attending upon the 
buoys is mainly performed by twenty-one light- 
house and buoy tenders manned by two hundred 
seamen. I would like to know whether the chair- 
man of the Committee of Waysand Means intends 


to be understood as saying that those vessels do not | 


belong to the Government? They belong to the 
Government, of course; and by and by there will be 
a proposition made changing the system of using 
sailing vessels, which are now employed. It has 
been found almost impossible to make sailing ves- 
sels available. There is but one steam vessel em- 
ployed by the United States, and thatis the steam 
vessel Shubrigk, which is used upon the Pacific 


coast. The Atlantic coast is taken care of by saul- | 


ing vessels. The lakes are taken care of by the 
sailing vessels; but the duty of examining the 
light-houses, and all the other duties of inspection 
of light-houses and buoys on the Pacific coast, are 
performed by one steam vessel. 


There is no appropriation here for the support | 


of that vessel. The chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Meaus states that he thinks the sum 


is large. Now, sir, 1 have no personal knowledge | 
that would enable me to say whether $90,000 1s | 


more than ought to be asked for or not. I have 


this to say, that from the furthest north to the | 


remotest south of the Pagific coast of the United 
States this work is done by that one vessel. All 
the examinations are made by her. The Light- 


House Board and the Secretary of the Treasury | 
have said that $30,000 is wanted. They better | 


know what is wanted than I do. If they are 
right, the appropriation ought to be made; if they 
are wrong, it ought to be withheld. It was with- 
held last year. 


Under the then condition of the | 


Treasury, as l learn from the Light-House Board, | 
> oD ’ 


it was deemed by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
not important that it should be included in the 
estimates of appropriations, and it was, therefore, 
struck out. ‘he Government having suffered 
because it was struck out, and there being now 
an absolute necessity for the work, the Secretary 
of the Treasury has reported it, and it is in the 
estimates of appropriations, 

Mr. STOUT. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his amendment. 

Mr. ELIOT. 1 will withdraw it, if there-be no 
objection. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. STOUT. I offer an amendment to the 
amendment, increasing the appropriation two dol- 
lars. I will detain the committee only for a mo- 
ment. I desire to address a few remarks, in reply 
to one or two of the objections which seem to be 
raised by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 


and Means. It is true that $30,000 appears to be | 


a large amount to appropriate to sustain this ves- 
sel on the Pacific coast, but the expenses on that 
coast for all these things are much larger than 


they are upon the Atlantic coast. If we were not | 


to employ this steam vessel, but were to hire ves- 
sels to do this work, the expense, in my judg- 
ment, would be far greater than $30,000. 


I have only to mention one or two facts, sir, to | 


show how important it is to have this steam ves- 
sel upon the Pacific coast. The buoys on that 
coast have necessarily to be watched. At the 
mouth of the Columbia river there are sand bars 
where buoys are anchored, and those buoys are 
constantly shifting. It is necessary to have this 


steam vessel there, that, when these buoys have || 


drifted from their moorings, they may be replaced. ! 


If we do not have it, the fear will be that mari- 


sel for the inspection of the light-houses on that 
coast. 

The fact that this appropriation was defeated 
last year did not reduce the expense to the Gov- 
ernment. The Light-House Board have reported 
| that the same expense has been incurred as if the 
appropriation had not been withheld. The vessel 
had to be kept in service for the purpose of in- 
specting the buoys and light-houses on the Pacific 
'coast. The question now is, whether we will 
make this appropriation for what is absolutely 
necessary, or delay it until the next meeting of 
Congress, to be then called upon to provide for it 
in a deficiency bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will detain the committee 
butamoment. This vessel was purchased in 1856, 
under an amendment to an appropriation bill: 


“Por providing a suitable vessel, and to maintain the 
same for one year in visiting the lights and other aids; tor 
inspections and delivery of supplies ; for placing and re- 
moving buoys ; and forthe transportation of materials, sup- 
plies, and laborers for constructing and repairing light- 
houses on the Pacific coast, $60,000.”’ 


On the Atiantic coast, all these services are per- 
formed by contract. In 1857 we appropriated 
$30,000 for this steam vessel, and in 1858 $30,000 
more; so that this vessel has already cost the Gov- 
ernment $120,000. There are but fifteen light- 
houses on the coast of California, Oregon, and 
Washington, and the expense incurred by them 
is $18,000 a year. It seems io me that $30,000 a 
year is too much for the transportation of oil and 
wicks, &c., to these light-houses. The commit- 
tee thought so last year, and they ee out. 
|The committee of this House followed “the ex- 
| ample of the committee of the last session. 

Mr. STOUT. There are between two thousand 
and twenty-five hundred miles of coast upon which 
those light-houses are distributed. Now, [think 
that the question of the extent of coast has a ma- 
terial bearing upon this appropriation, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that if this 
vessel is principally needed for visiting and in- 
specting buoys upon the Pacific coast, we had 
, better employ in that service one of our useless 
naval vessels. If it be needed for the transpor- 
tation of supplies, I think that we had better hire 
for that service some Yankee captain, or some 
| Baltimore clipper. Let us do it by contract, as it 
| is done upon the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. STOUT, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. Iam glad 
to see this exhibition of economy on the part of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Mr. Chair- 
| man, it would seem, after the clear exposition of 
this subject by the report of the Light-House 

Board, that this committee has some reason to put 
confidence in the statements of the members of the 
Committee on Commerce, and of gentiemen who 
represent the Pacific coast, as to the necessity of 
keeping up this steam vessel. The Light-House 
| Board recommend that Congress shall make an 
appropriation for this vessel. We have a coast 
exceeding twenty-five hundred miles im length; 
and when you come to include the length of riv- 
ers and harbors, where buoys have to be attended 
to, the length will be increased to three thousand 
miles. We have, on that coast, no lines of rail- 
roads, or of wagon roads, like those on the At- 
lantic coast. You can make visits of inspection; 
and you ean send your oil and Jaborers ren to 
the very doors of your light-houses, upon your 
railroads. We have not that immense amount of 
carrying trade and of steamers which enables us 
to make use of the ordinary means of commerce 
for this purpose. We have tried that steamer for 
four years; and the question is, does the Govern-~ 
ment intend to have an efficient light-house ser- 
vice upon that coast; is the commerce of that 
coast entitled to the care of this Government? It 
is not the question of fifteen light-houses; # is 
not a question of $20,000, or so, requited for the 
oil, &c.; but itis a question whether you will 
have light; whether you will have bueys; and 
| whether your ocean steamers and sailing vessels 
shall be safe. 
| ‘Phe experience of the Light-House Board—a 
| hoard which should commend itself to the confi- 


j 
| 
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dence of this committee by its vigilance, its econ- 
omy, its reduction of expenditures, and its inau- 


other in the world—I say that experience ought 
not to be disregarded oF put under foot. I press 
these facts, knowing the extent of that coast— 
, knowing their wants, and the necessity of that 
light-house steamer. | urge this committee to give 
weight to the recommendation of the Light-House 
Board in favor of this appropriation. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, demanded 
tellers upon the amendment offered by Mr. Extor. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Srout and 
Exot were appointed, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would sug- 
gest that gentlemen shall allow this amendment 


to pass, with the understanding that we shall have | 


a separate vote upon it in the House. 
Mr. COX. 1 object. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


man cannot xf al to the gentleman from Ohio 


Mr. Suerman] allowing an opportunity in the | 


Louse to introduce the amendment. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not agree to do that; 
because, if | give way to one amendment in that 
way, | should be obliged to give way to others. 


The tellers took their places; and the commit- || 
tee having divided, the tellers reported—ayes |; 


seventy-cight; noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WADE. If move to amend line one hun- 
dred and seven, by adding thereto: 


And for the protection of the plers and the beacen-light | 


on the pier ut Cleveland, Ohio, $8,000 ; and for the protec- 


tion of the piers and the beacon-light en the pier at Fair- | 


port, Oh®, $5,000. 


I merely wish to say that the lights upon the | 


piers in those ports are absolutely essential for 
the protection of the commerce of that lake. It 
is well known that the harbor of Cleveland is one 


» } 
of the most important harbors upon the western | 
lakes. I say ‘* one of the most.’’ Itis among the | 


three or four first harbors for commerce on those 
lakes. And I say this to the committee—and I 
wish they would give heed to it, and indeed 1 
know that all the friends of internal improvement, 
and the protection of internal commerce, will as- 


piers at Cleveland are projections inclosing the 


mouth of the Cuyahoga river, and extending into | 


the lake to where the water is sufficiently deep for 
the navigation of the largest naval vessels. Now, 
by the force of the winds and waves, the pier upon 
which the beacon-light stands is turned partly 
ever, and is parually undermined, It ts tilted over, 
until the bencon-light is in danger of falling into 
the lake. ‘The other pier is broken through, so 
that the sand, bythe flux and reflux of the waves, 
has been carried through the breach, and has 
filled up the channel which was between the piers 
to that extent that it is impossible for vessels to 


come in unless itis high water in the river. I | 


am informed by gentlemen who are located at 
Cleveland,and who are interested in the lake com- 
merce, that they will be obliged to discontinue the 
use of that harbor, unless some remedy is pro- 


vided for this difficulty; and that vessels can | 


neither enter nor depart from that harbor—one of 


the most important upon the western lakes—un- | 


less this small amount of money is appropriated 
to the repair of the harbor. This is all I desire 
to say about that. 

In reference to the harbor at Fairport, a rival 
harbor, some thirty miles below Cleveland, I de- 


sire to say that the pier is broken through, and | 


the channel is filled up by the sand of the lake. 


Now, by filling up that pier, and confining the | 
water, so that it must flow through the channel, | 


it would carry the sand off into the deep waters of 
the lake, «nd thus clean out the channel, 

These improvementsare of imperious necessity 
now, and Lask every friend of internal improve- 
ments and internal commerce to join me in put- 
ting this amendment upon the appropriation bill; 
for L assure them that the commeree of the whole 
lake is endangered; for vessels passing these ports 
in stress of weather want to come in for shelter, 
butthey cannot, because the beacon-lightsare tilted 
over and will soon be in the lakes, and because 


the chavnels are nearly filled up. It is absolutely | 


necessary that, in one way or another, money 
should be raised for this purpose. 


|| ment submitted by the gentleman from Ohio. The 
guration of a light-house system superior to any | 


The gentle- | 





| ment. 
sist me in getting this amendment in—that the || 





Mr. PHELPS. I am opposed to the amend- 


argument by which he supported his amendment, | 
shows that it was designed for the improvement 

of the harbors, and not fdr the preservation ef the | 
lights. Gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House have referred to the accomplished Light- 


cessary for the preservation of the site of the hight- 
houses at any pointin the country, unless it had 
received recent damage and injury, it would have 
been reported to us, and estimates would have 
been made by the Executive Departments, for the 
purpose of preserving the light-houses extending 
along the shore. The argument was to make cer- 
tain repairs, So as to improve the mouths of the 
rivers, that they might become harbors of refuge 





| 
for the commerce of the lakes. His argument 
then shows that his amendment would be proper | 
and appropriate as an amendment to the bill re- 
ported by the chairman of the Committee on Com- | 
merce, but not to this bill. 

I say, then, that if there was an appropriation | 
needed for the purpose of the light-houses at the 
two points indicated, it was the duty of the Exec- 
utive Departmentto have indicated that fact to Con- 
gress, and to have asked an appropriation for that 
purpose. In the absence of such a recommenda- 
tion to this House, | am of opinion that this ap- 
propriation ought not to be made; and, if made at 
all, that it should be made in some other bill than 
this. 


The question being on Mr.Wapejsamendment, 


| 


of order that this is independent legislation. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is too late now to raise 
the question. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I thoughtit would 
do at any time before the question is disposed of. 
Mr. WADE called for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lanprum 
and Exior were appointed. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would suggest to 
the gentfeman from Ohio, that it would be better 


otherwise it will probably break up the committee. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope gentlemen will give 
my colleague a vote in the House on his amend- 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Let the amendment 
come in the preper bill. 
Mr. BRANCH. This amendment cannot pass, 

unless there is a quorum present. 

Mr. PHELPS. The question is, is this billa 

roper or improper place for the amendment? 

Mr. BRANCH. I have no objection, ifthe gen- | 
tleman will put it in the river and harbor bill. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 84, noes 72. 

So Mr. Waper’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move to amend by add- | 
ing the following: 

And forthe protection ef the pier and beacon-lights at | 
Ashtabula, Ohio, $5,009. 

Mr. QUARLES. I rise to a point of order. | 
This is not an appropriation for a light-house, | 
and is not germane to the bill. It is clearly an | 
appropriation for rivers and harbors, and should | 
be placed on the river and harbor bill. 


' 


|| to let this amendment come into another bill; = to divert the contingent fund, except under 





Mr. HUTCHINS. Itis exactly the same as 
the last amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

oint of order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend by striking 
out the words ‘‘ twenty-five hundred,’’ and insert | 
‘* five thousand;”’’ so that the clause will read: 

For annual repairs of the Capitol, water-closets, public 
stables, water pipes, pavements, and other walks within 
the Capitol square, broken glass, and locks, $5,000. 

This is in accordance with the estimates sub- 
mitted. The repairs hitherto made about the 
Capitol have cost from three to five thousand dol- 
lars a year. The Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, who has charge of these repairs, has sug- 
gested to me that the sum in the bill is too small; 
that if accidents should occur, if hail-storms 
should come, and glass be broken, and the appro- 
priation be expensed, the Capitol would suffer, 
unless the Commissioner of Public Buildings 
would have these repays made on credit. 1 think 
it would be safer to restore the sum fixed in the 
original estimate. In the opinion of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings, the sum estimated is 
necessary for the ensuing fiscal year. 


The Chair sustains the 






| 
| have an appropriation, in another portion of th» 
House Board, and if there had been anything ne- || bill, of ,000, for carrying on the work of the 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I raise the question to the bill. 








May 23. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I think, Mr. Chairman 
that we had decidedly better reduce the appropria. 
tion to $500, rather than make it $5,000. If you 
make it $25,000 they will spend every dollar of j;. 
and if you make it $500 they can only do the sam. 
thing. Everything about the Capitol is NEW; we 




















Capitol extension; and now, an additional sum of 
$2,500 is asked for the annual repairs about the 
Capitol. In my opinion, there is not the slightest 
necessity for increasing the sum of $2,500; neither 
do I believe that the $2,500 itself is actually jo. 
cessary; though, as a matter of course, the ques- 
tion is with the committee. 
Mr. Puevrs’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TRAIN. I move to amend, by inserting 
after the one hundred and thirty-third line as fo\. 
lows: 

For fitting up the Speaker’s room and Sergeant-a. 
Arms’s room, in the old Hall of the House of Representa. 
tives, and tor the passage-way on the east side of said Hal), 
and the Speaker’s gallery, for the use of the library of the 
LHiouse, $3,000. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I rise to a question of 
order. As I understand, this whole subject was 
referred to a committee, some time since; and | 
am not aware that we have had areport from that 
committee. I think we ought to have such a re- 
port, and have the matter fairly brought before 
the House, instead of in this incidental way, un- 
der the five minutes’ debate. Hence, I make the 
point of order that the amendment is not germane 


oe CHAIRMAN. The point is not well 
taken. 

Mr. TRAIN. The Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds reported a resolution, the other 
day, providing for fitting up these spaces for the 
use of the library of the House, and appropriated 
$3,000 out of the unexpended balance of the con- 
ungent fund of the House. It was objected to 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, | Mr. Burnert,} 
on the ground that it was not competent for the 


a joint resolution. The solicitor of the Treasury 
having given the opinion that it could be, and tne 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
inclining to that opinion, I suggested to him that 
I would get the appropriation put in here, as an 
amendment to this bill. 

The place designated is the only place that we 
can have for the use of the library, unless we take 
the old Hall of the House, to which there is very 
great objection. Therefore, the committee have 
unanimously agreed to recommend the occupation 
of those rooms; and that part of the Hall, which, 
with the rooms over the corridor between the two 
Halls, will give us nearly shelf-room enough to 
contain the iF 

The amendment was agreed to. 


On the following clause being read: 


ooks. 

For lighting the Capitol and President’s house, the pub- 
lic grounds around them and around the executive offices, 
and Pennsylvania avenue, Bridge and High sireets in 

| Georgetown, Feur-and-a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth strects 


across the Mall, $47,000, 


Mr.SHERMAN said: I desire to ask the chair , 


man of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds whether that committee made the in- 
quiry which they were directed by the House to 
make ? 

Mr. TRAIN. The committee has it still under 
consideration. There is a proposition which will 
probably come from the Senate into the House, 
and which may render it unnecessary to make s0 
large an appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I am told that, under some 
sort of contract, the gas company charge four 
dollars per one thousand feet for gas. 

Mr. TRAIN. No, sir. Three dollars and 
twenty-five cents. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, that is nearly one 
half too much, as every one knows who is accus- 
tomed to pay for that article. I therefore trust 
that the present contract will be ng. i but, 
until it be changed, we cannot reduce the appro- 
priation. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move to strike out the 
word *‘forty-seven’’and insert the word “thirty, 
in the one hundred and forty-fourth line; so that 
the clause will read: 

For lighting the Capitol and President's house, the pub- 


lic ramet around them and around the executive offices, 
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